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rudent in some of the sentiments it advanced, 
yet that, being advanced, we were bound to sup- 
port them? : 
Mr. ADAMS aaid, ‘** No.” 
Mr. EVANS said he begged the gentleman’s 
ardon. He knew he did not use that language. 
Bat such was the general inference. It was hardly 
necessary for us at once to say that all hopes of 
a pacific course were at an end. He wished, in 
common with others, to hear from France—to 
learn the effect which the message had upon her 
eople and their representatives. He wished to 
ope for the best, until all plausibility of hope 
was gone. He had but asingle word to add. He | 
could not consent to sanction any incipient meas- 
ure of hostility on the part of this Government, 
until the whole facts and correspondence was laid 
before them. It was a point in our political rela- | 
tions where we must use great consideration and | 
forbearance. The term “juggling” had been used 
in relation to the French Ministry. He had 
thought the good faith of the King of the French 
had never been doubted, and he could not sanc- 
tion any measure of incipient act of hostility, until 


every pacific measure in our power had been tried. 


and that whatever might be proposed would meet 
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delay; he felt that they were every moment ap- | 


proaching the period in the history of these rela- 
tions with France, when forbearance would become 


whatever they might be, union was necessary; 
and however prepared the gentleman from Massa- | 
chusetts and himself might be for definitive or | 


preparatory action, others in this House, inde- || 


pendent of the other body, would prefer postpon- 
ing the decision of the question to a later period 
of the session. 


should not object to that, he should prefer that the | 
House would leave the question of time to the | 


not be precipitated into any half-way measures, 


the approbation of the House. If the gentleman 
from Massachusetts would not modify or with- 
draw his proposition to instruct, he Geet that 
part of the motion would not prevail. 

Mr. PATTON (his remarks were frequently 
inaudible at the reporter’s desk) was under- | 
stood to say he had not, in the slightest degree, || 


| this impression was correct,and th: 


| probability, instead of being pre...ied earlier, it 
The gentleman from Pennsylva- || 
nia (Mr. Srewart] had suggested postponement | 
to the 20th, or some such date; but though he || 


discretion of the committee. He trusted we should | be, could not be promptly and immediately dis- 


|| posed of. And every one knew that if the subject 






—— 


the terms in which it was couched,) had declared 


|| his determination to present to the Chamber of 


s with F | Deputies, as soon as it could be reasonably and 
pusillanimity. But to give effect to measures, || 


judiciously presented, would not be presented to 
the Chamber for its consideration until the middle 
of January. All the information we have subse- 
quently received, either from Mr. Livingston or 
from any private sources, went to satisfy us that 
‘n all human 


would not be until a later period. 

_ This was a question (said Mr. P.) which, know- 
ing as we did the feelings and opinions, and the 
conflict of opinion existing in France, and in the 
Chamber of Deputies, on this subject, would not 


was not presented to the Chamber before the mid- 
dle of January, it could not possibly receive the 


| definite action of that body early enough for us to 
| obtain any information of their definite action 


until the close, or near the close, of the present 
session of Congress. Mr. P. could not, there- 
fore, perceive the propriety for further delay, nor 
did he the other day, when he offered to that 


an | 





It was with these views, and a desire to receive || changed his opinion with regard to the propriety || 
a corresponding report from the Committee of || of a prompt and immediate report from the Com- | 
Foreign Relations, that he should vote in favor || mittee on Foreign Affairs, upon the matter under || 
of the motion of the gentleman from Massachu- || consideration; but entertained the opinion, with 


|| unabated conviction, that it was their duty to the 


House, and asked permission to present for its 
adoption certain resolutions containing the princi- 
ples and opinions upon which he was prepared to 
|| show to the House that it was time the subject 
| should come under its deliberation. More than 


setts. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said that the gentleman | 


from Maine seemed to be apprehensive that the 
President’s message would produce injurious 
effects upon our relations with France; and yet | 
the gentleman’s argument had convinced him that 

if the appropriation was not made by the French | 
Chamber, it could not be ascribed to the tone of the | 
President’s message. The gentleman despaired— 
he had lost all hope—the correspondence which 
he had just heard read, had, for the first time, | 
induced him to believe that serious consequences 
might result; and yet, when this intelligence, which 
had extinguished hope, left France, the message 
had not arrived. He did not rise, however, to 
excite debate, or to produce division, but to con- | 
gratulate the country that but one sentiment was 
heard from all sides of the Klouse—that however 





whenever the time arrived they would present an 


'| or for the disapprobation of the House. 


House, to the country, and eminently so to the 
| 


organ of the House for digesting materials for its 
action, should not delay one moment, after their 
| own opinion and judgment had been formed upon 


| committee, which constituted a merely incipient 


| resolutions and deliberations for the concurrence 
| 
| 


| taining that view, and entertaining, moreover, the 
belief, a belief deeply impressed upon his mind by 


material parts of which were before within the 


|| knowledge of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


| that it was utterly hopeless to expect any decisive | 
gentlemen might differ as to the time for action, || 


i} 


} 

| the information communicated that morning, the 
{ 
| 


| and recommendations upon this great subject had | 
been committed to them for deliberation, that the | 


Enter- | 
| of resolutions or in the form of action. 
| were any who upon deliberation should be of 


information from France, as to the action which | 


| would take place in the F'rench Chamber of Dep- || 


|| two-thirds of the session had elapsed, and only 
|| President of the United States, whose opinions || 


three weeks of it remaining, and there was just 
time enough that this subject, which was caicu- 
lated to produce much conflict of opinion, and a 


| great variety of propositions, as to what ought to 
|| be the course adopted, should be brought before 


this body, whose deliberations we all knew, could 


( || not be promptly brought to a conclusion; they 
the materials committed to them, in reporting their | 


should have it in their power fully to deliberate 


| upon the principles it involved, and as soon as they 


had come to an opinion, to express it in the form 
If there 


opinion that at that time it was prudent, proper, 
and necessary to have action, it might be taken. 
It was due (said Mr. P.) to himself, and he felt 
it certainly due to the honorable and distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts, that he should 
say that he felt much satisfaction at the spirit of 


undivided front. He responded entirely to the | 
patriotic sentiments so admirably expressed by | 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams.] |; 
fle thought with him that a more prompt and 


uties upon the bill making appropriations for car- 
rying the treaty into effect, until after, or until || 
very near the close of, the present session of Con- |: 
gress, he did then conceive, and he now conceived, || 


his remarks. He understood those remarks pre- 
cisely as that gentleman has since explained them, 
viz: For not committing himself to the propriety 
of any particular measure at that time; but it was 


decided course would have been preferable. Had 
the two Houses, at the commencement of the ses- 
sion assumed a bolder attitude, he thought it would 
have been more consistent with national patriot- 


ism, national honor, and sound national policy. || 


Unfortunately, another course was pursued, and 
a measure adopted which he found would not pro- 
duce the result anticipated. A more decided policy 


that we were resolved to assert our rights, and | 


|| diency or propriety, at that time, of resorting to 


|| own opinions might differ from those of any other, 
would have shown to France and to the world, | 





that after five and twenty years of wrong and in- | 
sult, we could no longer consider forbearance a 
national virtue. But while he concurred with the 


gentleman from Massachusetts, in desiring to vin- || 
dicate our character and our rights; and while he | 


would have gone withrhim at an earlier, or at any 
period of the session, for the measure recom- 
mended by the President, or for any other that | 
the gentleman himself might have proposed which 


that this subject ought to have been before the || 
| House for its deliberation upon the principles || 
| involved in the President’s message, as well as 


ae the expediency and propriety of the partic- 
ular measure of redress he proposed, and the expe- 


any measure of redress whatever. However his 


or all the members of the Committee on Foreign | 
Relations, upon that subject, it was, he humbly 

conceived, a matter that belonged not to the com- | 
mittee to decide, or to conclude. It was not, he 
conceived, for them to forestall, but it belonged | 


peculiarly to that House, unaffected and uninflu- |' 


enced by the action of any other branch of the | 
Legislature of the Government. It belonged to | 
the popular body, to the immediate representatives | 
of the people of this country. {t belonged tothem | 


'in a peculiar manner—that as soon as they had || 


his opinion that this House owed it not only to 
the executive head of the country, whose consti- 
tutional duty had made it necessary to present 


| this subject and his opinions to their consider- 


ation, but also to the anxious feeling of the coun- 
try, and to the great interests involved in this 


| high, important, and critical question, that they 
| should eay whether they concurred in the views 


of the President, that this treaty was a valid and 
binding treaty; whether they concurred in the 
opinion expressed by the President, that this 


|; country would not, and could not, acquiesce in 


the final refusal of France to perform the engage- 
ments entered into by her; or whether we should, 
in a manner perfectly no 6 se to France, and 
with a proper spirit of forbearance towards her, 


| wait the further action of the French Chamber 


before we came to any final and definite conclu- 
sion on this subject. 


would have accomplished the object, he differed || maturely deliberated upon the materials presented | 
with him as to the propriety of precipitating our || for their judgment, that they should say to France || 
action at the expense of our unanimity. It is | and to the country what their opinions, what their | 
necessary to secure unanimity not only ibe; but | feelings, what their course, were to be upon this || 


in the other branch of the isluture, and that || matter. As it was then presented, how did the || 


These werethe views (Mr. P. said) that prompted 
him throughout the whcle affair. He still enter- 
tained a most thorough and undoubting convic- 
tion in the correctness of these opinions, but he 
was bound to regard, also, the decision of the 


cannot be expected while the attitude of the ques- || 
tion remains unchanged. It is for that reason, | 


and that alone, that he desired that the House 


upon the question. He felt as sensitive as the | 


gentleman from Massachusetts, at every hour’s 


14 


facts stand? Mr. Livingston’s despatch of the | 





92d of November showed that, according to the 


'| information obtained by him in Paris, the bill 
might not now be called ~ oe to act definitively || which the French King (Mr. P. had bo sort of | 
t 


doubt with the utmost sincerity, for he did not | 
| take the King’s declaration in the literal sense of || 


| self. 


House on a proposition submitted to them by him- 
It may have been influenced by other con- 
siderations than his own, but he was bound to 
regard that vote as it stood, as the opinion of the 
majority of the House, that they would not now 
compel the committee to report as they would 
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occurred since to change their judgment; and how- | 
ever conirary it might be to his own convictions | 
of what ought to be done, he yielded as it became 
him to do, with proper deference, to what seemed 
to be the judgment of this House. Many genitle- 
men etili thought that further delay ought to be 
allowed; and having every disposition to do all in 
his power to produce the most happy result, and 
being, with the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
CaAMBRELENG,] desirous to elicit a unanimous | 
vote on this subject, he would, before he sat down, | 
move that the resolution beso referred to the com- 
mittee that they should report on or before Mon- 
day week next. This proposition, he thought, 
would answer the views of al! of those who 
thought further deiay necessary, and he did not 
think the House should postpone it beyond that 
time; and if not presented to the Llouse by that 
day, there would not be time to deliberate, but 
that day would still leave time for a patient, tem- 
perate,and judicious judgment uponit. Whether 
it should be necessary for the committee to recom- 
mend any legislative action or not, or what should 
be the particular tone of the report or the resolu- 
tions, depended on the committee; for the proposi- 
tion of the gentieman from Massachusetts lett the 
subject perfectly open to the committee. Having 
indicated his own opinions, Mr. P. had not the 
slightest disposition to interfere in any way what- 
ever with the judgment of the committee. All he 
asked was that they should report; and he thought 
the day he had mentioned was the latest period 
they should be allowed. Mr. P. concluded by 
moving to modify the motion of Mr. Apams, 80 as 
to make it read that the committee should report 
on Monday week. 

Mr. JOHN Q. ADAMS accepted the modifica- 
tion. 
Mr. EDWARD EVERETT observed that this 

did not appear to him to be a question of so much 
importance as seemed to have been given it in 
the present discussion. Whether the committee 
should be instructed to report on Monday week or 
Monday fortnight, or forthwith, could not, he con- 
ceived, be a matter of great moment. There are 
but a little more than three weeks remaining of the 
session. What has fallen from the chairman of 
the committee will, of course, be regarded by the 
House as an assurance that the committee will 
report before the close of thesession. Suchis my 
own understanding (said Mr. E.) of the purpose 
of the committee. That report cannot well be 
delayed many days beyond the time now fixed in 
the resolution as modified; and whether the report || 
came a few days earlier or later, cannot be, | should 
think, of grent consequence. While, therefore, | || 
am willing to concur, in the passage of the resolu- || 
tion of my distinguished colleague, I should also 
have voted for it as firstmoved by him. I should | 
have been willing that the committee should be |! 
instructed to report forthwith. 1 have been in || 
favor of the committee’s reporting fortwith, from || 
the beginning of the session. I thought it ver 
important—highly desirable—to do so. So muc 
time has since elapsed, and the difference between 
reporting forthwith and reporting at as late period || 
as it can well be done, is so inconsiderable, that I 
attach less consequence to it than I did. At the 
commencement of the session, I thought an imme- || 
diate repor: from the committee would have done | 
great good. 1 differ, on this point, from the gen- || 
tieman from New York, [Mr. Camprecena,] at 
the head of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. I 
think it would have been much better if we had | 
reported long ago; if we had taken a ground like | 
that assumed unanimously by the Senate of the | 
United States, and which I understand the gentle- || 
man from New York to censure 
Mr. CAMBRELENG explained. He said it 
would have been proper to have had prompt and 
bold action at the commencement of the session. 
Mr. EVERETT continued: I was for acting as 
promptly and boldly as the gentleman. It was | 
precisely a prompt and bold course which I de- 
sired. I was not for war, nor for reprisals, in the 
state of affairs then existing; and we are now told | 
that neither of these measures was contemplated || 
by any member of the House. What, then, could | 
we have done promptly and boldly? We could || 
have done this: We could have taken up the || 
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not then, for he did not suppose anything had | 


| take their position an 





subject as one of imminent importance, admitting 
no delay in the consideration of the House. We 
could have shown the, justice of the American 
side of the question in the strongest terms. We 
could have uttered the feelings and views of this 
House in the strongest and most emphatic lan- 


guage. Having shown the justice of our claims, 


we could have expressed our resolute determina- 
tion to stand upon our rights under the treaty; 
our firm purpose not to relax one tittle, nor recede 
one inch,and we could have adduced the reasons 
—and such reasons there were—which might be 
urged in supportof the opinionthat France would 
yet do us justice. I would have had a report of 
this character, bold, firm, and pacific, and would 
have hoped for it the unanimous concurrence of 
the House. And here, sir, I should have been 


inclined to stop. I would have had the rights of | 
the country maintained, and our purpose never to | 


recede from them asserted. But what Congress 


GLOBE. 
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sanguine than they were. There are, however, 
some reasons for hope that the French Chambers 
| will reach the appropriation this winter. One of 
| the chief reasons is, that the Chamber of Depu- 





| ties of last year contained some members, by no 


means entitled to the compliment paid to them by 
|| the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Jounson 


1 ] 


of having understood the question thoroughly, 
and not having rejected the appropriation through 
|| ignorance. On the contrary, sir, there was ex- 
| hibited, in my opinion, an entire ignorance of 
| some of the most important facts of the case, and 








| in reference to the most important of them all, a 
| gross, not to say a discreditable ignorance, which 
| I believe proved fatal to the passage of the appro- 
priation bill, and which, should the two countries 
most unhappily ,be brought into collision, will 
throw a tremendous responsibility on those mem- 
bers. You are aware, sir, that on all sides it wag 
| admitted that something was due to the citizens 


would do in the contingency—somewhat distant || of the United States, and that it was merely on 
of necessity—never wanye to arrive—I think I || a question of how much, that the great issue of 
should not then have said. 1 would reserve my || annulling or executing a treaty was made to 


action on‘the contingency till it ceased to be one, 
and when that should be the case, then I would 
act promptly and vigorously, under the state of 
circumstances which should present itself. But 
l should have been indisposed to anticipate that 
event, and would not, therefore, undertake to say 
what measures | would adopt, should it happen. 
But I would have asserted our rights so broadly 
and distinctly, as to leave me at full liberty to 
adopt any measure of redress, which circumstan- 
ces, unfortunately, might render necessary. The 
same course | would pursue now; though from 


the lapse of time, | do not think all the good would || 


result from it which might have been hoped from 
the earlier action of the committee. I agree with 
the chairman of the committee as to the character 
which the report must take. Hesays the commit- 
tee are not prepared to recommend any measure. 
I so understand it. In the present state of our 
information, nothing of the kind alluded to, under 
the name of a measure, can be recommended. And 
for this reason I would still refrain from recom- 
mending anything hypothetically to be done upon 
the happening of acontingency, Soong the varie- 
ties of circumstances, the shades of human action, 
public as well as private, are infinitely too numer- 
ous to be foreseen. 

I own, sir, my anticipations are not so cheerful 
as they were. L ecaulgiend a strong hope, at the 
commencement of the session, of the speedy ad- 
justment of this painful controversy. In the in- 
terval little, 1 mustown, has occurred tostrengthen, 
and more than I could wish, to discourage that 
hope; I begin to contemplate, as a possible event, 
that things will go to extremes: But | am not 


| ready,and I think the House, though it may share 


this apprehension, cannot be ready to act on this 
anticipation. Evenif the French Chamber should 
refuse again to make an appropriation to execute 
the treaty, we cannot be sure that it may not be 


'| in form and with qualifications that will justify us 
| in further delay. We cannot know this; as we 


cannot know that the very reverse may not, by 
some deplorable fatality, happen. If, for instance, 


| the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
| Lyre) should be realized—if the French Gov- 


ernment should accompany the refusal by acts of 
affront and violence—by a hostile attempt on the 
squadron of the United States in the Mediterra- 


men—then, sir, there would be no delay; there 
would be no need of instructing the committee to 
report forthwith; there would be no long debates 
in this House or the other House; but the two 
Houses, and the country, rising as one man, would 
sustain it. But 1 would 
not anticipate any such event as this. I would 
not take any step whatever on the presumption 


| that France, to the long denial of justice—to the 


signal injustice—of which she has given us cause 


/ already to complain, could add a procedure of 
| such outrageous madness. I will not say such a 


thing is beyond the range of possibility; nothing 
is impossible; but no gentleman, | think, on re- 
flection, can consider it in any degree probable. 

I have said already, sir, that my anticipations of 
the satisfactory adjustment of the business are less 


| depend. In this state of the controversy, and just 
as the question was about to be taken, members 

arose in the French Chambers, and stated, that 
| ef the five millions of indemnity, provided by the 
| treaty under discussion, two millions, covering the 
| St. Sebastian’s case, had already been paid under 
| the Florida treaty between the United States and 
|Spain! The assertion was immediately contra- 
| dicted by the Minister of Foreign Affairs, whose 
| exposition of the whole question was one of the 
/most masterly parliamentary efforts I have ever 
seen. His contradiction was direct and positive, 
as to its pecposts but if one may judge from the 
report of the debates, (very likely imperfect,) it 
was less decided and authoritative in manner than 
could have been desired. At all events, I have 
| been told by an intelligent American gentleman, 
| who was present on the occasion, that these state- 
_ ments were evidently fatal to the bill. The ques- 
' tion was taken immediately after. It was lost by 
only eight votes. We know, sir, that deliberative 
_ bodies may be taken by surprise, by plausible 
| statements. Were we ourselves about to appro- 

priate five millions of dollars in payment of an 
_acknowledged debt, and should member after 

member rise, with a treaty in their hands, main- 
| taining that two of the five millions had been 
already paid, and read us passages of the docu- 





ean, an attempt which, every one knows, would |! 
be resisted to the last drop of blood of officers and || 


| ment to prove it, and if anything short of the 
most positive contradiction, accompanied with 
| the most satisfactory explanation, were given, it 
_ would very likely prove fatal to the bill; certainly 
so, if the House were almost equally divided 
before. For these reasons, as | said, I rely 
something on the fact that the bill was rejected 
last winter, not in a full understanding of the 
facts, as the gentleman from Kentucky seemed 
to think, but in an entire ignorance of the most 
important of them all. And when the memoir, 
| which has been mentioned in Mr. Livingston’s 
despatches to-day, shall have proved to the 
| French Chamber (as [ presume it will do, from 
| the character of some of the documents, which, 
during the recess of Congress, have been furnished 
to the French Government, at its request, by 
ours) that the statements I have alluded to were 
| utterly destitute of foundation, that the St. Sebas- 
| tian’s cases were all rejected by the commissioners 
under the Florida treaty, as not included in -its 
rovisions, and that they have been all admitted 
y the commissioners now sitting under the 
| present treaty, as notoriously provided fot by that 
treaty, I trust it will not be without its effect. 
But I do not build with entire confidence on this, 
or aor other ground of encouragement. I see 
something ominous in the character and composi- 
tion of the opposition to the King and his Ministry 
on this question. What did the King tell Mr. 








|as a King, and his promise as a man, that the 
treaty should be executed. For myself, I place 
the most unqualified dependence on this assurance. 
I believe that, as far as his influence extends, it 
will be strenuously exerted; that his constitutional 
powers will be strained to the utmost to procure 
the execution of the treaty. But what, sir, is the 
melancholy truth as to the condition of the King’s 
Government? I would not in wantonness, say 


Livingston? That he might rely upon his honor 
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of affairs in a country between which and our 
own the relations of amity still subsist; but when 
our own rights and claims are made the sport of 
the state of parties in a foreign country, it is a 
fair subject of comment. The King will do his | 
utmost to effect the fulfillment of the treaty; and | 
not merely because it isa just treaty, but because 
(as he told Mr. Livingston) his faith asa sovereign 
and his honor asa man are pledged. But what 
is the position of the King himself? Does notall 
the world know that he does not fill the throne on 
the principles of what is called legitimacy? That 
there are two powerful parties in France, agreeing 
in nothing else, but united in opposition to the 
nresent establishment of the Government—I mean, | 
of course, the party of the late dispossessed family 
on one side, and the extreme liberal on the other. 
[t is, as far as wecan judge at this distance, mainly 
a combination of these two parties, taking along 
with it, of course, the natural opposition to all 
heavy money bills, which has hitherto defeated 
the execution of the treaty. 

With these two parties, instead of our gaining 
strength from the circumstance that the King’s 
regal word and personal honor are pledged to fulfil 
the treaty, it is precisely for this reason that they 
oppose it. And they oppose it, not with a zeal 
measured by the simple merits and consequence 
of the treaty, but with an intensity of purpose 
and depth of feeling inspired by their hostility to | 
the Government. Seeing the omens to the 
treaty thus conducted by parties, who would move 
heaven and earth to shake the King from his 
throne, I own, sir, I look to see this question || 
linked in with the very elements of the permanence 
of the present order of things in France. Could it | 
be reduced simply and solely to this issue, all 
might be well; but with this powerful, deep-seated, 
far-reaching opposition, we must fear, as I have 
said, that what may be called the natural opposition 
to all such measures, will unite itself. The King 
will do everything to carry the treaty into effect. | 
I am sure, if it were necessary, he would shed his 
blood to fulfil it. I should hear, with deep regret, 
a single word that would cast a shade of doubt on | 


his sincerity. But whether he will even be able || 
1 trust he || 


to sustain himself who shall vouch? 
will. 
of France and the harmony of Europe that he | 
should. I have little doubt, should his Govern- 
ment be overturned, it would be followed by dis- | 
astrous consequences, not unworthy the high 
breach of faith toward the United States, with 
which the war against it seemed to have com- 
menced. 

Sir, L reciprocate the sentiment of the chairman 
of the committee; I hope the House will act with 
unanimity on this subject. I trust we shall not 
allow ourselves to split on any subordinate ques- 
tions. That of the present solereta surely ought 
not to divide us. On a question of such great 
magnitude—if things are to go to extremes—it 
cannot be expected nor asked that, on every point 
involved, all should think alike. Independent 


I believe it highly desirable for the peace | 


men, on such points, must differ. Those who || 


think for themselves, that is, who think at all, 
must differ to some extent on such subjects. 
if the worst come to the worst—if France shall 
make up her mind to withhold justice from us de- 
liberately and conclusively, and in such a manner 
that true policy and honor will no longer admit of 
delay and forbearance, then, sir, I believe, what- 
ever difference of opinion there may be as to any 


point of secondary consequence, that Congress and | 


the country will move unanimously in the direc- 
tion which its rights and honor shall point out. 


But I think we should do nothing by way of || 
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anything disparagingly of the internal condition ] 


'| The House must be in 
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| .Mr. ARCHER could not consent to vote to 
| say a word in reply tothe gentleman from Massa- | give any positive instructions to the committee; 


Mr. GILMER said he felt himself called on to | 


| chusetts, (Mr. Apams.} There were one or two |; and he put it to the gentlemen from Massachusetts 
| reasons why he could not vote for the proposition |, and Virginia (Messrs. Apams and Patron] to say 
| of that gentleman, which seemed to be predicated | whether we ought not, under all the circumstances, 
| on the belief that there was an immediate necessity || to bold ourselves untrammelled to act as emer- 
_ for action on the part of the House. Now, he || gencies might direct a fortnight hence? Suppose 
| believed this to be the first proper point of inquiry: | the contingency alluded to by the gentleman from 
| Whether such a necessity existed, and if it did |) Massachusetts (Mr. Everett] that we should 

exist, what was to be the nature of the action? | have the most untoward accounts from France 
ossession of facts on which | 


_ to groundtheir proceeding, before it could proceed 
| with propriety. Had France refused ultimately 


| act definitely on no other ground; otherwise, our 


i] 


But || 


the indemnity stipulated in the treaty ? We should 


action became premature, untimely, and calculated 
to do wrong rather than obtain right. The ques- | 
tion of peace and war involved the individual 
interests of mankind. Our country and her insti- 


| tutions were so constituted that forbearance and 


pacific measures were their most prominent char- 


acteristics. Every opposite sentiment prematurely || 


thrown out here, therefore, had a tendency to | 
injure the character of the nation. Much had 
been said of national honor. He asked, what was 
the law of national honor? That subject would 
do for the vaporing of crowned heads; but when 
this matter was brought to its point, and the 
country involved in war, it would be found it was 


| not then to be sustained by flourishes of rhet- 


oric. He would again repeat his impression that | 
this House could not act on this subject withouta 
full knowledge how far our national rights were 


| involved. Heasked gentlemen if they were aware 


that this very treaty did not sustain our national 


| honor? The spoliations on our commerce were 
incident to the Berlin and Milan decrees. 


Did | 
this treaty—did the indemnity—heal the wounds 
inflicted on our national honor? Having waited 
the length of time we had already done, Mr. G. 
asked how the Committee on Foreign Affairs could | 
express to this House the course it ought to pursue 
without itself having before it any new facts on 


\|, which toact. Wecould do nothing until we knew | 


something further of the proceedings of France— | 
either for the honor of the House or of the nation. | 

Mr. STEWART suggested the propriety of 
giving the committee a longer period than the 
16th, but allow them to report sooner if they 
could; he would say till the 20th of February. | 
| While up, he would take occasion to say, in reply 
| to the gentleman from Georgia, that the House 


|| was not prepared to act until it had learned what 
|| was the decision of the French Chamber, that it 
|| might act provisionally if not definitively, for war | 


| was not the only alternative to coerce France. 


| itory duties; indeed, there were various modes in | 


that could possibly be anticipated, must the House 


then wait until the 20th instant before acting? 


Such could not be their wish. He repeated, they 


| could gain nothing, and might lose much of their 


object by persisting in their instructions to the 
committee. . 

Mr. CLAY asked for a division of the question, 
viz: that that part going to instruct the commit- 
tee be taken separately. 

Mr. J. @. ADAMS asked for the yeas and 
nays; but they were not ordered. 

ir. PATTON, in reply to the suggestion of 
his colleague, [Mr. Arcuer,] said that he appre- 
hended his colleague must labor under some mis- 


understanding of the character and effect of the 


But 


roposition of the gentleman from Maasachueetts. 
hat proposition did not propose, and its adoption 
could not commit, or trammel, or fetter the action 
of the House in the slightest; it did not even inter- 
fere with the judgment of the committee as to what 
should constitute the tenor and character of their 
report; all that was done was to require them to 
report by Monday week. He thought, therefore, 
that full justice was not done to the motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, when it was said 
that the adoption of his motion would be equiva- 
lent to a declaration of war. I (said Mr. P.) am 
as little inclined as the gentlemen from Georgia 
(Mr. Gitmer] and Virginia (Mr. Ancuer] are 
now, and under the present state of the subject, 
and of our information, to adopt the measure 
of reprisal, or any other measure of self redress. 
P thinke we ought to take the subject into con- 


| sideration and decide whether we will await the 


| is, Mr. P. sai 


definite action of the French Chambers. Inau- 
spicious as the oe aspect of affairs certainly 
d he would still refrain from takin 
any measure of hostility against France; he woul 
show the utmost possible forbearance, and every 
just dependence upon her justice. In the hope, 
with the possibility that France would not perse- 


vere, he would still await the issue, ‘* prepared 
| for either fortune,’”’ with a proper reliance upon 


|| the honor and integrity of France to do us right, 


and a firm and steady conviction that we need 


|| not—cannot—must not submit to wrong, flagrant, 
We might not only declare war and issue letters || 
| of marque and reprisal, but we may pass a non- || 
| intercourse law with her; we may impose prohib- || 


grievous, persevered in, and unredressed. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said his only object in 
proposing the modification of the motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Apams] was 


| which we might coerce France without resorting || to prevent further debate. Failing in that object, 
| to an open declaration of war. Supposing either || and finding many of his friends disposed to send 
| of these last were adopted before the adjournment *the communications to the committee without in- 


| of Congress, in case France did not fulfil the stip- | 
| ulations of the treaty, we should throw upon her | 
the wholeresponsibility. Besides, how much would | 
| she suffer? Our imports from her amounted to 
between fifteen and twenty millions of dollars, and 
was it likely for the petty sum of five millions that 


passage of a non-intercourse act? 


she would risk the loss of such a trade by our || 
By acting pro- || 
visionally we should throw the responsibility upon || 





anticipating that contingency. It may never arrive. 


but of common sense, in the United States and 
France, must hope it never will arrive. When it 
does there will be no division of feeling. I am 
satisfied from the expression of opinion here, and 
of public sentiment throughout the country, that 
we shall come to this result; and however this 


matter of the reference may be disposed of, (which 
at this late s 


diminished importance,) I believe that in a firm 


resolution to stand on our rights, under the treat 
we shall be unanimous. this a 


tage of the session | regard as of || 


| her, and he recommended that course. 


| against it 108. | 
Every man, I will not say of common humanity, || 





At least || 
he trusted that Congress would not suffer the ses- | 
sion to pass by without some declartion of its | 
will. 
Mr. HAMER moved the House adjourn. \| 
On a division there appeared for the motion 73, || 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
Mr. HAMER then renewed his motion to strike | 


structions, he would withdraw his preneciiee 
The question was then taken on Mr, Hamer’s 
motion to strike out that part of Mr. Avams’s pro- 


| position going to instruct the Committee on For- 


_ eign Affairs to report, &c., and agreed to without 
| a division. 

The motion to refer the message of the Presi- 
dent, and the accompanying despatches, to the 
said committee, was then agreed to, and they were 
ordered to be printed: 

On motion of Mr. VANDERPOEL, 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. - 
Monpary, February 9, 1835. 
Mr. SOUTHARD submitted the following res- 


outall that part of the motion of Mr. Apams which || olutions; which, on his motion, were considered 


| went to instruct the committee. 


Mr. ADAMS remarked that the instructions | 
were all that the motion aimed at, and he should | 


| consider the adoption of the amendment as a vir- | 


tual rejection of the motion. 

Mr. CAMPRELENG moved that the time be | 
extended to’the 20th instant for the committee to | 
report. He said, in order to meet the views of | 


| all, he was induced to make the motion. 





and agreed to: 2 
| Resolved, That the Postmaster General be di- 
‘rected to lay before the Senate estimates of the 
| amount of money necessary for the service of the 
General Post Office for one year from the Ist day 
of January, 1835. 
Resolved, That the Postmaster General be di- 
rected to lay before the Senate a statement of the 
' debts owing by the General Post Office on the Ist 
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day of January, 1835, exhibiting the name and 
residence of each creditor—the amount due to each 
creditor—the time or times when the said debt was 
contracted in each case—and the cause, service, 
or consideration, for which each debt was con- 
tracted—and whether the same was contracted for 
service rendered upon a bid and contract made in 
conformity with the public advertisements, or 
upon a bid and contract not in conformity with 
the public advertisements, or for extra allowances 
upon the contracts which were executed. 


Mr. HILL submitted the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That all the responsibilities and debts 
incurred by the Postmaster General in executing 
that part of his duty, prescribed bya law of Con- 
gress, which requires that he shail ** provide for 
the carriage of the mail on all post roads that are 
or may be established by law,’ and ** that he 
‘ shall pay all expenses which may arise in con- 


‘ducting the Post Office, and in the conveyance of | 


* the mail, and all other necessary expenses arising 
‘on the collection of the revenues and manage- 
‘ ment of the General Post Office,’’ are good and 
valid and binding on the Department of the Gen- 


eral Post Office; that the faith of the said depart- | 


ment is lawfully pledged to the discharge of all 
such debts to the full amount of its receipts; and 
that any law of Congress, which shall divert those 
receipts to any other purpose than the discharge 
of such debts, while any shall remain unpaid, will 
be unjust and improper. 

Resolved, That the law of the United States 
(with the exception of unproductive routes, as 
particularly specified,) leaves it entirely in the 
discretion of the Postmaster General how often, 
and in what manner, whether in carriages, by 
single horses, or otherwise, the mail of the United 
States shall be carried over post roads established 
by law. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be 
instructed to report the aggregate of the expense 
that has been incurred by the Gommittee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, over and above the 
ordinary pay during each session of the members 
of said committee, as Senators—distinguishing the 
amount expended during the session of the Senate 
from the amount expended during the recess— 
the daily pay, and pay for travel, allowed to their 
secretary, clerks, or accountants, aad all other 
persons by them employed, or called on as wit- 
nesses—esignating the per diem, travel, and 
amount paid to each individual by name. 


LIGHT-HOUSE ON MOBILE POINT. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, pursuant to notice, 
and on leave given, introduced a bill making an 
appropriation for the erection of a light-house on 
Mobile Point, and placing buoys in Mobile Bay; 
which, on his motion, was read twice, considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 
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| revenue accruing for the coming seven years, 
/among the several States. The committee also 
reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to report to the Senate, at the com- 
_mencement of the next session of Congress, what 
duties under twenty per cent. ad valorem, as pro- 
v.ded by the sixth section of the act of the 2d of 
_ March, 1833, entitled ** An act to modify the act 
‘of the 14th of July, 1832, and all other acts im- 
‘posing duties on imports,’ can be reduced or 
repealed consistently with a due regard to the 
manufacturing interest; and an estimate of the 
»robable amount of the reduction. 

Mr. CALHOUN moved that the joint resolu- 
tion have a second reading at this time, for the 
purpose of reference. 

Mr. BENTON objected; when the bill to regu- 
late the deposites was read twice, and 

On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, made the 
special order of the day for Thursday next. 

Mr. CALHOUN then moved that the report 
just read be printed, together with the report of 
the select committee of 1826, on the same subject, 
for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. POINDEXTER rose, he said, for the pur- 
| pose of making an additional motion for printing 
thirty thousand extra copies of the report now 
made, and the same number of the report made in 
1826 on the same subject. He was, he said, deeply 
impressed with the view of the subject taken by 
the committee. For one, he begged leave to return 
his thanks to them for their labors. 
now submitted to the nation was whether power 


is to be perpetuated in the hands of him who now | 


wields it, and the one he may select as his succes- 
| sor. 
out this country; the people were slow to believe 
that the manin whom ih 
confidence, should be capable of suhc unheard-of 
encroachments upon the liberties of the coun- 
try, whose destinies were now unhappily lodged 
in his hands. 
arising from its own constructions of power, was 
most alarming and dangerous. The doctrines of 
the protest, so called, claimed for the Executive 
the entire control of the public treasures, of the 
public property, and the performance of all the 
public duties, and by virtue of powers preéxisting 
before the Constitution of the United States. The 
President claimed the exercise ofthese powers under 


that part of the Constitution which declares that | 


, all executive power shall be vested in the Presi- 
dent. But the knowing ones, fearing these doc- 
trines might not be as palatable to the people as 
was expected, contrived to send forth a kind of 
supplementary message. Congress may legislate 
concerning the public property, but the President 
reserved by his veto an absolute control over the 
whole as the individual representative of the 
|| Government, although forty thousand aids have 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. # been given him, to whom he claims they alone 


Mr. NAUDAIN, from 
Claims, made unfavorable reports upon the me- 
morials of John C. Fitzpatrick and James Nichol- 
son, and the committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of those subjects. 


Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on the Pab- 
lic Lands, to which was referred a memorial from 
the Legislature of Alabama, on the subject, re- 
ported a bill authorizing the citizens of townships 
where the 16:h section has been disposed of, to 
enter other lands in lieu thereof; which was read 
the first time, and ordered to a second reading. 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Military | 


Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Catharine 
E. Clitherel, widow of Dr. George Clitherel; which 
was read the first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

REDUCTION OF EXECUTIVE PATRONAGE. 


Mr. CALHOUN, from the select committee to 
which was referred the resolution directing an 
inquiry into the extent of executive patronage, 
and the expediency and practicability of reducing 
the same,&c., made a report, in part, accompanied 
by a bill to regulate the deposites of the public 
money in the State banks, Also, a joint resolu- 


tion recommending an alteration of the Constitu- || 


tion, so as to allow the distribution of the surplus 


the Committee on- 


_are responsible. ‘The Constitution gives him no 
authority over the public treasure other than todraw 
| his quarter salary and to spend it as he pleases. 
How did he, then, get hold of them? Why, by 
removal and apnointment. By this means the 
President put his fingers into the public treasures 
and distributed them to whom he pleased. If the 
| King of England (said Mr. P.) should mete out 
| the public treasures in this manner, giving a favor 
now to Manchester, now to London, now to one, 
/and now to another—if he should take such a 
course, his head would pay the forfeit. But we, 
| in this country, had suffered the President to take 
possession of the treasury without the least resist- 
ance. And why was it? 
the country was purchased up to support every- 
thing, right or wrong. By meansof his power of 
removal, the President had not only all the other 
departments of Government under his control, 
but, also, even the judicial department. He had 
| only to remove those who dared to disobey, and 
appoint those who would yield to his will. Mr. 
| P. concluded by expressing his thanks to the com- 
mittee for the investigation they had made. 
Mr. KING, of Georgia, said that if he declined 
following the Senator from Mississippi through 


| 

| the range he had taken on the wrongful exercise 
of executive power, he hoped he would find 
| a sufficient epology in the fact, that in no part 
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The question | 


A misplaced confidence prevailed through- | 


ey confided withtheutmost | 


This view of executive patronage, | 


Because the press of | 


February 7, 








i of the report was the President’s construction of 
the Constitution doubted. He hoped, also, he 
might be pardoned for the suggestion, that the 

committee did not expect a discussion of such a 

character on the presentation of the report. Not 

knowing—or rather having forgotten—that the 
_report would probably be presented this morning, 
he bad neglected to furnish himself with sone 
information which would be necessary to sustain 
him in a few comments which he intended to make 
upon some branches of the report, and which he 
| should make on a future occasion. But the mo- 
| tion which had been made, seemed to call atten- 
| tion now to one feature of the report. 
| Sir, (said Mr. K.,) I wish it expressly under- 
stood that I am in favor of a reduction of the 
| expenses of this Government. And whenever 
/a reasonable proposition was made, from the 
north or south, from any part or any party, the 
| object of which was to effect this desirable end, 
‘| he was prepared to concur in it; and that (said 
Mr. K.) is the very reason | am opposed to this 

motion which was to print twenty thousand— 
| (some one near mentioned thirty thousand.) Thir- 
| ty thousand (declared Mr. K.) was more than he 
had understood it. He had the same objection to 
| thirty thousand that he had to the printing of 
| thirty millions. That objection was, that it was 
| an abominable waste of the public treasure. What 
| was the subject of our deliberation? It was the 
| wasteful expenditure of the public money, as well 
| as executive patronage, which in fact only grew 
out of it. 

If, then, (said Mr. K.,) the expenses of the 
| Government have lately increased to an enormous 
extent—if they have greatly increased between 
1825 and 1833, as stated in the report, which he 
believed to be true—his intention was, when the 
report came up again, to show where the increase 
| originated, and was determined that the responsi- 
bility should rest where it ought to rest, and was 
not to be attributed to the Executive. Whata 
spectacle did this exhibit from day to day? The 
| Senate had been a week making war on the eztras 
of the Post Office Department. They were now 
warring ‘against the extravagance of the Execu- 
tive, and whilst brandishing the sword in one 
hand in defence of the public treasure, against the 
ravages of the Executive, we were with the other 
slipping it into our own pockets, or scattering it 
in profuse and wasteful extravagance. 

r. K., after enumerating a few features in the 
report which he intended hereafter briefly to com- 
|, ment upon, principally in the language and rea- 
soning, said it was not his purpose further to trou- 
ble the Senate at that time upon the merits of the 
report, in the conclusions of which he mainly 
agreed. He concluded by a hope that the extraor- 
dinary number of extra copies proposed by the 

Senator from Mississippi, would not be agreed to, 

as every copy over five thousand for distribution 

would be useless waste, as the report was short, 
'and before even five thousand extras could be 
printed, it would be in all respectable journals in 
the United States. He said he had another ob- 
jection to the printing of so largea number. It 
| would counteract a principal object of the commit- 
tee who wished to avoid giving a party character 
| to the report. These orders for printing so large 
| a number of extras, he said, were looked upon 
generally as efforts to give a party importance to 
| the document, and nine times out of ten, it was 
the object of such orders. He hoped the Senator 
| himself, on reflection, would consent to five thou- 
sand extras, which he thought as many as would 
| answer any useful purpose. 
| Mr. BENTON spoke for nearly two hours on 
| the subject of the report. [We hope to be able 
| to give a full report of his speech at some future 


| day.) 

Mr. LEIGH said that the credit or discredit of 
| originating the proposition to divide the surplus 
revenue among the States did not belong to this 
| committee, but to the President of the United 
‘| States. Mr. L. said his attention was turned to 


| the message in consequence of the speech of the 
| honorable gentleman from Missouri. 

| (Mr. L. read extracts from the President’s mes- 
| sage of a ene 

| Mr. CALHOUN had but little to say; he in- 
|| tended only to allude to that part of the subject 
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which seemed especially pointed at himself. He | Messrs. SPEIGHT and W. B. SHEPARD, of i| 
had been blamed, he said, for not going into the |) North Carolina; | 
cause of the eviland showing the manner in which | 
these abuses had sprung up. He did not wish to 
quote opinions, nor plunge into the history of the 
past; it was unnecessary; the abuses did exist, 











JOHNSON, of Kentucky; 

{[Mr. Lyon, of Kentucky, presented the petition 
of Alexander McDaniel, Leonard Jones, and 
and the honorable Senator [Mr. Benton] had | others, who profess to have attained the power of 
acknowledged it. That honorable Senator had | endless existence on this earth, and praying for a 
raised his voice against it in its infancy; and why || grant of public land on the Mississippi, whereupon 
was he how silent on the increase of that power | to erect a city of refuge; the grant to extend only 
to such enormous magnitude? It was matter of | during the natural life of McDaniel, who is now 
astonishment that the honorable Senator did not | sixty-four years of age, and in case of his death to 
step forth and stem the overwhelming current. revert to the Government, with all the improve- 

Mr. C. went on to show that a large surplus || ments thereon. Tie petition was referred to the 
would be left in the Treasury after defraying the | Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 


expenses of the Government. He said there | printed. | 
would be $8,000,000 remaining; and contended Messrs. DICKINSON and DUNLAP, of Ten- | 
that the report of the Secretary of the Treasury | nessee; 


was fallacious; that it was intended to retain large {[Mr. Dunvap, after stating the substance of the 
sums in the Treasury. || petition, taformed the House this was the third | 

Mr. C. then explained the manner in which he | petition he had presented to the House on the same 
had made his calculations for retrenchments; that |, subject—that the letter accompanying the petition | 
he had made the year 1823 the basis of his esti- | informed him that of all the persons at the date of 
mate. He disclaimed any intention to excite | the letter in the hospital at Memphis, there was 
party feelings; he was anxious to be silent as to || notone of them a citizen of Tennessee. He moved 
party; he only looked to the future; if he had || the reference of the petition to a Commitice of the | 
unconsciously stepped on party grounds, he only || Whole House on the state of the Union, who had 
took facts as he found them. He denied ever | charge of the bill providing for the establishment 
having joined in prophesying national bankruptcy; | of a marine hospital at Baltimore, Memphis, and 
on the contrary, he had during the last session | other places; which reference was accordingly 
calculated the revenues arising from duties to | made. 
exceed sixteen millions. Messrs. MITCHELL, THOMSON, PAT- | 

Before he set down, Mr. C. said he would || TERSON, VINTON, BELL, WEBSTER, and || 
acknowledge the compliment paid to the report by | CRANE, of Ohio; 
the motion to print so largea number. Forhim-| (Mr. Mircuexe presented additional testimony | 
self he was not anxious as to the number; he | in relation to the claim of Adam Smith, for work | 
would leave it to his friends to decide. || and labor done on the Cumberland road, west of | 

‘The motion to print was then reduced to the | Louisiana, in the Stateof Ohio. Healso presented | 
number usually printed of the report of 1826, and || the memorial of Seth Adams, of Zanesville, pray- | 
ten thousand extra copies of that just presented. 


| ing indemnity for French spoliations prior to the || 
Upon this question, Mr. HILL demanded the || year 1800; which were referred to appropriate | 
yeas and nays; which were ordered, and are as 


committees. ] || 
follows: 


| (Mr. Parrerson presented a petition fora mail 
YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, || route from Tiffin to Sandusky City, in the State of | 
Buchanan, Calhoun, Cuthbert, Ewing, Golds- || Ohio. Also, the claims of Henry St. John, of the 
borough, Grundy, Hendricks, Kane, King of || State of Ohio, asking indemnity for the loss of a | 
Alabama, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, Nav- || horse during the last war.] | 
dain, Poindexter, Porter, Robbins, Robinson, 

| 


[On motion of Mr. Tuomson, of Ohio, a state- | 
Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Tipton, Tomlinson, || ment of Mr. Gill, engineer, giving a description of | 
Tyler, and White—29. the merits of the summit of the Sandy and Beaver || 
NAYS—Messrs. Hill, King of Georgia, Mor- || canal, compared with the licking summit of the | 
ris, Shepley, Tallmadge, and Wright—6. aa eee ee eee ~ eee on 
. | Roads and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 
The Senate then adjourned. | Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana; ® P J 
charted rsigearee | Messrs. CARR, KINNARD, and HANNE- 
: GAN, of Indiana; 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | (Mr. Carr presented a memorial and joint reso- || 


Monpay, February 9, 1835. | lution of the Legislature of the State of Indiana, | 


|| soliciting measures to be taken to extinguish the |, 
On motion of Mr. SEVIER, a bill from the || Indian title to lands in said State, and to remove || 
Senate for the completion of certain roads in the || the Indians from her border; which was referred | 
Territory of Arkansas was read twice, and com- || to the Committee on Indian Affairs. } | 
mitted to the Committee of Ways and Means. 1 (Mr. Kinnarp presented a joint resolution of || 
| the General Assembly of Indiana, recommending || 

F PETITIONS, ETC. | the establishment of an agency at Indianapolis, for 

Petitions and memorials were presented by— || the payment of pensioners. 

Mr. PARKS, of Maine; | Also, additional documents in support of the || 

Mr. HUBBARD, of New Hampshire; | petition of James Calvin. 

Messrs. EVERETT, GORHAM, and REED, || Also, the petition of citizens of Indiana, for the || 
of Massachusetts; | establishment of a post route therein mentioned.] | 

Messrs. PEARCE and BURGES, of Rhode || [(Mr. Hannecan presented the petition of Mrs. | 
Island; | Mary Becket, for arrears of pension due her late || 
* Messrs. BARBER, JACKSON, and YOUNG, || husband, Humphrey Becket, deceased; which was 
of Connecticut; referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
MER, TURRILE: HARD, HUNTINGTON, | sine. 

’ ’ ’ GTON, essrs. CAGE and PLUMMER, of Missis- 
LAY, HAZELTINE, and MANN, of New | sippi fe | 
York; | “Messrs. CASEY, REYNOLDS, and MAY, of || 

(Mr. Maxn, of New York, presented the me- || Illinois; 
morial of H. Sternberg, of the State of New York, || [Mr. Casey introduced the memorial of the || 
praying for the passage of a law to reward him || Legislature of Illinois, praying the establishment 
for certain discoveries which he represents he has | ofa surveyor general’s office forthe State; which, 
made in medical philosophy. Referred tothe Com- || on his motion, was referred to the same Commit- |. 
mittee on the Judiciary. } tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, || 

Messrs. HIESTER, BANKS, GALBRAITH, || to which was referred the bill ‘* to establish a sur- || 
MUHLENBERG, McKENNAN, BINNEY, 


veyor general’s office for the State of Illinois.” | 
WATMOUGH, SUTHERLAND, HARPER, r. Casey also presented a memorial of the | 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 














and BEAUMONT, of Pennsylvania; | Legislature of Illinois, praying the privilege of P 


Messrs. HEATH, THOMAS, and McKIM, || relinquishing sections numbered 16, where they || 
of Maryland; are found to be unfit for cultivation, and locating || 
Messrs. CHINN, WISE, and ARCHER, of '| other lands in lieu thereof; which was referred to || 
Virginia; '! the Committee on the Public Lands} 
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(Mr. Reynoxps presented a memorial from the 
General Assembly of the State of lilinois, praying 
Messrs. MARSHALL, POPE, LYON, and || the Congress of the United States to establish a 


|| public road from Shawneetown, in Illinois, to St. 
Louis, in Missouri. 
lands over which this road is to pass, have been 
in market for many years, and remain unsold— 

| that a road in this section of the State would be 
the means of bringing those lands into market, and 
thereby be of service to the General Government 
—that the United States mail is now conveyed on 
this road from Shawneetown to St. Louis, and 
that it is a great burden on the people to keep said 
road in repair for stages—that on this considera- 
tion the General Government would be induced to 
assist in the repair of said road.] 


The memorial states, that 


(Mr. May presented a joint resolution of the 


|, Legislature of the State of Illinois, asking a fur- 
ther donation of land, to aid the State in effecting 
a communication between Lake Michigan and the 
Illinois river. 


Also, a joint resolution from the same body, 


praying that the provisions of the preémption law 
of 1834 be extended to all persons now settled 
upon the public lands; which resolutions, on his 
motion, were referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. } 


Mr. MARDIS, of Alabama. 
Which petitions and memorials were appropri- 


ately referred. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


On motion of Mr. CHILTON, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 


and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from Mon- 
roe post office, in Hart county, Kentucky, to 
Lafayette, in Barren county, and thence to Gretna 
Green, in Green county, of the same Siate. 


Ona motion of Mr. MARSHALL, 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of allowing 
payment to William Jones, for a horse lost in the 
service of the United States during the late war, 


'and that the evidences relating thereto, which 


were referred to said committee at the last session 
of Congress, together with those now presented, 
be referred to said committee. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Public Build- 
ings be instructed to inquire into the expediency 


| of extending the public square on which the Capi- 


tol is situated, westwardly to the foot of the slope 
descending towards the canal. 


On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads.be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a mail route from Day- 
ton, Ohio, by Liberty, Farmersville, Winchester, 
and Newcome, to Oxford, in the same State. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 


| expediency of providing by law for the transpor- 


tation of a daily mail between New Orleans and 
Mobile. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedien- 
cy of making an appropriation to survey the route 


designated for a railroad, from Point Coupee to 


Opelousas court-house, in the State of Louisiana. 


On motion of Mr. REYNOLDS, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 


| Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
| ency of creating, in the State of Illinois, one other 


pension agency, so that there will be two agencies 
in that State. 


On motion of Mr. McCARTY, 

Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of granting 
indemnity to Samuel C. Duncan, for losses by him 
sustained, on acontract for excavations and fillings 
on the east and west banks of the east branch of 
White water, on the Cumberland road, in Indiana; 
and that the papers on the files of the House, 
resented at the last session of Congress, upon 
this subject, be again referred to said committee. 

Mr. HEATH offered the following resolution; 
which, under the rule, lies one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be re- 
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quested to communicate to this House such in- | 


formation as his department may possess, and 


copies of any correspondence that may have taken | 
place between this Government, or any of its | 
agente, with the European Governments, on the | 


subjects of their quarantine regulations. 

Mr. LUCAS offered the following resolutions; 
which, under the rule, lie one — 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 
to report to this House what officers, if any, have 
been taken from the line of the army and com- 
missioned in the general staff, with rank therein 
since the reorganization of the army, under the 
act entitled “An act to reduce and fix the mili- 
tary peace establishment, approved March 2d, 
1821,’’ and in such form as to show the rank 
and date of appointments in the staff; the regi- 
mental rank ant Gen of commissions; when taken 
from the line; and if promoted in their regiments 


whilst holding rank in the staff, the same to be | 


specified. 

Resolved also, That the Secretary of War in- 
form this House what regimental officers now hold 
appointments in the general staff of the army, if 
any, which do not confer rank in such manner as 
to show the denominations and date of such staff 
appointments, as well as the rank and dates of 
commissions in their respective regiments. 


ELECTION OF PRINTER. 


Mr. McKINLEY, on leave, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That this House will, on Thursday 
next, proceed to the election of printer to the 
House of Representatives of the next Congress. 

Mr. ROBERTSON said he hoped the resolution 
would not be adopted. A few days ago, he had 
himself offered a resolution providing for the abo- 
lition of the office of printer, both to the House 
of Representatives and the Senate of the United 
States; and he hoped it would be the pleasure of 
the House to consider this resolution before pro- 
ceeding to adopt that of the gentleman from Ala- 


bama, binding the House to proceed to the elec- | 


tion of this officer on a given day. If it were the 


pleasure of this House, Mr. R. would regard it | 


incumbent upon him, at that time, to submit to 
the House, briefly and concisely, the views which 
had led him to the conclusion that the office in 
question ought to be abolished, and which would 
recommend his own resolution to the favorable 
attention of the House. 


The CHAIR remarked that it would not be in | 


order, the subject under consideration being the 
resolution of the gentleman from Alabama. 


Mr. ROBERTSON asked leave of the House 


to oe 

“he CHAIR said the gentleman might proceed 
to offer any remarks applicable to the resolution 
just presented. 

Mr. ROBERTSON was not aware of the precise 
mode by which he could attain his object, but he 
had supposed it would be in order, in discussing 
the propriety of the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, to show what was the 
ap of one, relating to the same subject, of- 

ered by himself on Saturday. The more so, as 
the latter proposed to abolish the office itself, for 
the appointment of which the other had set apart 
a given time. He should not occupy much time 
in urging the reasons which had induced him to 
propose that resolution to the House. 
here were a few considerations that at once pre- 
sented themselves in connexion with this question. 
It had been said that there was, in point of fact, 
no such office as that of printer to the House, or 
printer to the Senate; that it was nothing more 
than a mere contract; and that the mode of ap- 
teow, by which he was elected annually or 
iennially, was oe more than the designation 
of the individual with whom the contract was 
made. To his mind, however, it appeared to pos- 
sess all the features that constituted an officer in 
its most comprehensive sense; like other officers, 
he was regularly nominated, brought into compe- 
tition with other candidates, and was elected by 
ular ballot. In this point of view he was an 
officer; and the question then presented itself, 
which was amply discussed on a former day, 
whether he was properly an officer belonging to 
the Government of the United States, or a peculiar 
officer of the respective Houses to which they 
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were elected. If he be an officer of the Govern- 
| ment, he can only be so from being designated as 
such in the Constitution of the United States, or 
because he had been, under the Constitution, cre- 
ated by law. Now, the printer to either House 
' of Congress was not a constitutional officer of the 
United States, because he was nowhere designated 
in that instrument; nor, so far as Mr. R. was able 


to find, was there any law by which he had been | 
made such. There was certainly a joint resolu- | 
tion of the two Houses providing for the time and || 


|; manner of his election; but a resclution was no 
| law, and ought not to be regarded as of the same 


force. The constitutional provision authorizing | 


the creation of offices by law, could not be set 
aside or obviated by a mere resolution. _ 
The next question was, whether the printer to 


the House was a peculiar officer of the House | 


itself? 


its own officers, but that provision never could 
| have contemplated the right in each House to 
| create as many officers as they choose. It could 
only have referred to such officers as were neces- 


sary and essential to the organization of the body, || 


_and over which they must necessarily have con- 
| trol. Such were the Speaker, the Clerk, Sergeant- 
at-Arms,&c. Was the public printer an officer of 
this description? Could we pretend that he was? 
We could not. For the first thirty years of our 


Government the House had been regularly organ- | 


ized without any such officer. But what was the 
|| argument on the other side? Why, that the public 
printing must be provided for by law, and that 
Congress must necessarily have its printing ex- 


ecuted. He freely acknowledged that there was | 
a necessity that Congress should have its printing | 


executed; but it was equally necessary that Con- 
| gress should have a room, and that that room 


| for their use; but it did not, therefore, follow 
that they must elect officers under the designa- 


'| tions architect, stationer, and upholsterer, to each | 
House. But even were it so, that the printer was | 


_regarded as the peculiar officer of the House, 


| heard answered, although often urged in that 
|| House: What right had one Congress to elect an 
| officer who was a peculiar officer of the Elouse, to 
hold his office at the ensuing Congress? They 
would have as much right to elect the Speaker, 
Clerk, Sergeant-at-Arms, or Chaplain, as the 
Printer, ifa@he be considered an officer of the 
\| House. 
But there were even more important objections 
| to the adoption of the resolution of the gentleman 
from Alabama than those founded on the constitu- 
| tional right of that House to create or fill such an 
| office as thal of public printer, and which would 
| be removed by the adoption of that offered by 
|| Mr. R.on Saturday. It would remove from that 
| House what he thought very essential should long 


ago have been removed from it—the ground of the 
| strong party excitement that always took place, 
and produced such angry discussion for the mas- 
| tery of the public press by one or the other of the 
contending parties. Mr. 8S. conceived the public 
} printing ought to be provided for in such a man- 
‘| ner, that he who looked to it should look to it only 
'as concerned the public good, and the only thing 
| to be looked to by that House should be the con- 
| duct of the printer, not for the benefit of any polit- 
| ical party, but for the benefit of the community. 
|| His plan would do this; and ifadopted, would avoid 
| what invariably took place—an excited debate and 
| an angry discussion, calculated to do no good, but 
|| productive of the reverse. He was for placing the 
| office in the hands of him who would execute the 
| duty best. Why was it that they did not find it 
| Necessary, in regard to other contracts, or essential 
|| for the good government of the country, to elect 
|| other officers upon party principles? Mr. R. would 
| have the press as the Constitution of his country 

intended it should be, free and unshackled—not 
| merely free from the force and influence of the 

Government, but free from that more dangerous 
influence to be exerted by means of the public 


money. He would have the press untrammelled, 


unshackled, the palladium of our liberty and of || tiality to the present Administration. 


our rights, and no longer the vehicle of dirty 
abuse and disgusting slander. The press should 
be protected from the effects of this influence, as 


} well as from that patronage exerted by different 
I 





The Constitution authorized each House to elect | 


| should be furnished with seats, stationery, &c., | 


there arose this objection, which he had never yet | 
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branches of the Government. Whatcoul : 
| pected from a printer to the House, to he fene 
and to the Executive or the Administration, but 
| that every abuse committed by every one of ine 
|| departments would be overlooked or vindicated 
| by the printer to each? There was no doubt that 
|| the public press of this country would be at all 
times sufficiently under the control of party; but he 
trusted in God that parties would be allowed to 
fight their own battles by themselves, and not have 
the influence and patronage of the Government 
| thrown in their way. 
_ Upon these grounds, and solely upon these 
| grounds, (said Mr. R.,) he had submitted his prop- 
| osition on Saturday last; and in doing so, he looked 
| to the support of no printer of any party. It 
proposed to distribute the printing among those 
who would faithfully execute the work; and he 
hoped the resolution offered that morning would 
not be received; and he would also beg leave to 
state, that a motion was then pending in the other 
branch to dispense with the joint resolution under 
which the printer to that body was elected. 

The CHAIR said it was not in order to allude 
_ to the proceedings of the other House. 

Mr. R. said he had merely adverted to the fact; 
and having said all he intended, he again reiter- 
ated the hope that the House would not adopt the 
resolution of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND moved to amend the res- 

olution by inserting the words ** viva voce.’’ 

Mr. McKINLEY accepted the amendment. 

Mr. McKINLEY then proceeded. He did not 
_ know that it was necessary at that time to enter 

into a discussion upon the question whether the 

printer to the House of Representatives was an 
| officer or not; or to inquire whether a joint reso- 
lution had the force and validity of a law. 

Mr. C. ALLAN called for the orders of the 
day, but the House did not second the motion, 
| the hour devoted to morning business not having 
| expired. 

Ir. McKINLEY resumed. It was a little sin- 
gular, that whenever this question came up, there 
was always a disposition by those who had not the 
power to elect, to interrupt its course by raising 
the question that it was not proper for one Con- 
gress to elect a printer for the ensuing one. He 
‘| would admit that this House had not the right 
1 to impose a printer upon the next House of 
| Representatives against its will; and he would 
freely admit that it belonged exclusively to the 
| House of Representatives to elect their own offi- 
| cers, and that had always been his opinion; and 
| he would go further, and say he believed that the 
/next House would have the right to accept or 
| reject the printer elected for them, as they might 
think fit. But as the present practice had existed 
| for some fifteen or sixteen years, during six or 
seven Congresses, why should they now all at 
| once stop in proceeding to this election, merely 
| because a portion of an opposition think other- 
| wise? Mr. McK. then alluded to what he had 
understood had fallen from Mr. Ropertson, with 
reference to the impropriety of electing editors of 
newspapers, and said he considered it a question 
altogether for those who elected the printer, and 
saw no reason why they should be proscribed, 
whether he was the editor of a paper or not. 

Mr. ROBERTSON explained, and said he must 
have been misapprehended, for neither in his 
remarks nor in the resolution, had he contem- 
plated any proscription. He asked leave that the 
|| resolution be read; and 
| Mr. McKINLEY giving way, they were read 

accordingly. 

Mr. McKINLEY continued. He may have 
_ misapprehended a part of the language of the res- 
| olution, but he believed himself correct, that the 
gentleman in his remarks complained that public 
patronage ought not to be extended to editors of 
newspapers. It seemed, however, that.if the 
| printer were not a friend of the Administration, 
| there was no danger of his being bribed. Indeed, 

experience had proved that the gentleman was 
mistaken, for he thought the present printers to 
this House could not be charged with undue par- 
He still 
believed the House of Representatives to be the 
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proper body to designate their own printer, ac- 
| cording to the resolutions of 1819 and 1827. The 
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éuties of the officer might be prescribed by Con- | 
ess, 
erinter, and any printer in the United States had || 


the right of being a candidate for the office, || — referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
airs. 


it 


whether he was the editor of a newspaper or not. 
Mr. McK.., after some further min ee he | 
felt disposed to go into the election of a public | 
rinter; and he hoped that one friendly to the | 
National Administration would be appointed. He | 
also maintained the principle of electing that offi- 
cer viva voce. 
The discussion of the resolution was here | 
arrested by a motion, by Mr. C. ALLAN, to 
proceed to the consideration of the orders of the 

day; which was carried. 

ROADS IN ARKANSAS. 
Mr. McKINLEY, from the Committee of |; 
Ways and Means, reported, without amendment, || 
the bill from the Senate to provide for completing | 
certain roads in the Territory of Arkansas. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- | 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on || 
the Public Lands: 

Wasnineton, February 6, 1835. 
To the House of Representatives: 

I submit to Congress a report from the Secre- 
tary of War, containing the evidence of certain 
claims, reservations under the 14th article of the 
treaty of 1830, with the Choctaws, which the 
locating agent has reserved from sale, in conform- | 
ity with instructions from the President, who did 
not consider himself authorized to direct this loca- 
tion. 

Should Congress consider the claims just, it 
will be proper to pass a law authorizing their 
location, or satisfying them in some other way. 

ANDREW JACKSON. 


Mr. PLUMMER said that, at the last session 
of Congress, the Committee on the Public Lands | 
on the part of the Senate were instructed to inves- || 
tigate the conduct of the land offices in Mississippi, || 
and the chairman of that committee was author- || 
ized to conduct the investigation during the recess. 
The result of that investigation has been reported 
to the Senate, and is contained in Senate document 
No. 22. Among other matters inquired into during 
the investigation was the conduct of Colonel 
George W. Martin, the agent who made the loca- 
tions referred to in the message just read. His | 
character, where his conduct is not known, has || 
suffered under the charge. Mr. P, had read the 
testimony, and so far as he was capable of judging 
from a thorough examination of the subject, he | 
considered that the agent stood honorably acquit- 
ted from anything like fraudulent or improper 
conduct in the discharge of his duties. To pre- 
vent the charge of fraud against the agent from | 
being raised to the prejudice of the claimants, and | 
that the conduct of the agent may be fully before | 
the committee in its aggravated form, he moved 
that so much of the testimony as related to the | 
official conduct of Colonel Martin, be referred to 
the same committee to which the message of the 
President had been referred. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. DICKINSON suggested that the reference 
just made more properly belonged to the Com- | 
mittee on Indian Affairs, particularly as subjects | 
connected with it were already before that com- 
mittee. He would move that the papers be refer- 
red to the Committee on [ndian Affairs, instead of 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

The CHAIR said this could only be done by | 
unanimous consent, or by a reconsideration of the | 
vote referring the subject to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMMER objected to the motion. 

Mr. CAGE moved a reconsideration of the 

vote. 
* Mr. PLUMMER thought the Committee o 
Public Lands the most appropriate reference, an 
should therefore vote against a reconsideration, 
but had no particular objections to the subject 
going to the Committee on Indian Affairs, if that 
should be the desire of the House. 

The motion to reconsider prevailed, and the | 
documents were referred to the Committee on In- | 
dian Affairs. 
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but the House has the right to choose the || on referring the testimony taken before the Com- 


and passed: 


| John Conkin; and 


i 
| 


|| in which various members participated. 
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an motion of Mr. PLUMMER, the vote taken ] 


mittee of the Senate, was reconsidered, and the | 


SENATE BILLS. 


The following bills from the Senate were read | 
twice, and committed: 
A bill in addition to an act for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Lucy Bond and Hannah | 
Douglass; and 

A bill for the relief of Duncan L. Clinch. 


The amendments proposed by the Senate to the || 
resolution from the Sh to provide for the sale 
of the lion and two horses presented to the Amer- 
ican Consul at Tangiers by the Emperor of Mo- | 
rocco, were concurred in. || 


BILLS PASSED. | 
The following bills were read the third time, | 


A bill from the Senate to continue the office of | 
Commissioner of Pensions; 

A bill amendatory of the act for the continua- 
tion of the Cumberland road; 

A bill to change the time of holding the district | 


| courts of the United States for the Western dis- 
| trict of Virginia, holden at Clarksburg; 


A bill to establish a pension agency south of 
Green river, in the State of Kentucky; 

A bill making an appropriation for the purc 
of two hundred copies of the fac simile accounts of | 
General Washington; 

A bill for the benefit of John Cullins; 

A bill granting a pension to Amasa A. Tifft; 

A bill for the relief of Harvey Reynolds and 
John Casey; 

A bill for the relief of Josiah Westlake; 

A bill granting a pension to Isaac Janvier; 

A bill for the relief of Josiah H. Brown and 


| 


| 


A bill to restore to certain invalid pensioners 
the amount of pensions by them relinquished. 


| 


On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the bill for the | 


| relief of Thomas Simpson was recommitted to the || be printed 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
THE TERRITORIES. 
This day being specially set a 
sideration of bills relating to the Territories, Mr. | 
ALLAN, of Kentucky, moved to commit to a 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


which had been referred to a Committee of the | 
Whole House; which was agreed to 


COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. 


The House then, on motion of Mr. ALLAN, 
of Kentucky, resolved itself into a Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Pore 
in the chair,) on the following bills: 

A bill making appropriations to improve the | 
avigation of certain rivers in the Territory of 
Florida; 

A. bill to provide for the improvement of the 
erritory of Mich- 


harbor on Clinton river, in the 
igan; 

A bill from the Senate to provide for certain 
roads in the Territory of Arkansas; 

A bill from the Senate to improve t 
the mouth of the river Raisin, in the Territory of 
Michigan; 

A bill to authorize the construction of a rail- 
road through the public lands between Tallahas- 
see and St. Mark’s, in Florida. [This bill was 
amended, on motionof Mr. LYON, by authorizing 
a railroad to be constructed through the public 
lands in Michigan, &c.} 

A bill to provide for the opening of certain 
roads in the Teuisors of Arkansas, and for other 
purposes; and . 

A bill establishing the territorial government of 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. LYON moved an amendment to the latter 
bill; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMER submitted another amendment 
relative to, and fixing the boundary lines of, the 
States of Ohio, Illinois, and Indiana. 

On the subject of this amendment a question of 
order arose, which was debated at great length, 
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The CHAIR decided that the question was 


| Not in order, inasmuch as it involved a question 


already before the House in the provisions of 


|, another bill. 


From this decision Mr. VINTON appealed, 


|| when the subject of order was again resumed 
|| and discussed by Messrs. VINTON, MASON, 
|| ADAMS of Massachusetts, CLAY, WHITE of 


Florida, LANE, HAMER, LYON of Michigan, 
EWING, ALLEN of Ohio, and others. 
The subject was finally withdrawn from the 


|| consideration of the committee, in order to be 
|| renewed in the House after the committee should 


rise. 


Mr. REYNOLDS then offered an amendment 


fixing the boundary line between the Territor:, 


of Wisconsin and the State of Illinois at forty- 
two degrees and thirty minutes of north latitude. 
This amendment was decided by the Chair to 


\| be in order; and was debated until the hour of 
| adjournment. 


Mr. LYON, of Michigan, conceived this amend- 


| ment to be equally objectionable with the ene just 
|| withdrawn. 


He could not accept it. 

The amendment was advocated by Messrs. 
REYNOLDS, HARDIN, EWING, MAY, 
CRANE, HAMER, BINNEY, and ALLEN of 
Ohio, and opposed by Messrs GAMBLE, BOON, 


|| J.Q@. ADAMS, and MASON of Virginia. 


On motion of Mr. MAY, the committee rose 


h || and reported the bills to the House, with the ex- 
ase | 


ception of the bill establishing the Territory of 
| Wisconsin. 
| ‘The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, January 10, 1835. 


The CHAIR communicated a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in obedience to a resolution of 
the Senate, accompanied by a report of the en- 
gineer who made a survey and estimate relative 


|, to the improvement of the harbor of Trail Creek, 


in Indiana; which, 
On motion of Mr. TIPTON, was ordered to 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Petitions and memorials were presented b 
Messrs. HENDRICKS,CALHOUN,McKEAN, 
ROBINSON, LEIGH, PRESTON, TOMLIN- 


| 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union | GON, ROSEN, aad FIP SUN . 


the several bills in relation to the Territories, || 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WAGGAMAN, from the select commit- 
to which a resolution on the subject was referred, 
reported a bill to establish branches of the United 
States Mint at New Orleans, at Mecklenburg 
county, North Carolina, and another at Dahlon- 
ega, in Georgia; which was read the first time and 
ordered to a second reading. 
| Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on the 
| District of Columbia, reported a bill for the relief 
| of the Alexandria Canal Company. 
| Mr. TYLER, from the same committee, re- 
'| ported a bill, renewing the charters of certain 
|| banks in the District of Columbia, for a limited 
|| period; which bills were severally read the first 
|| time and ordered to a second reading. 


|| Mr. HILL submitted the following resolution: 
|| Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
| be requested to inform the Senate whether there 
|| is evidence in the department of the payments 
' made to the officers of the army of the Revolution 
|, for the commutation to which they are entitled 
|| in lieu of half-pay for life, or other emoluments, 
|| under the several resolutions of Congress, in all 
| cases in which such payments have, in part, been 
made, or whether the evidence of payment has in 
any, and in what class or classes of cases, been 
lost or destroyed. 
Whether classes of these officers, entitled to 
commutation, were paid by their respective States, 
|| and the payment so made by the States was sub- 
sequently assumed and paid by the General Gov- 
ernment, and if so, whether any record of the 
‘| names of the individual officers so paid by the 
| States was furnished tc and has been preserved in 
| the department. — 
| Whether, to his knowledge, acts of Congress 
| have passed directing commiatation pay to be 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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made in cases where payment had been previously 
made, or in cases where the officer was not enti- 
tled to the commutation under the resolutions of 
Congas before referred to. 
Auti whether other acts of Conzress have been 
aased allowing commutation to officers, or to the 
Raire and legal representatives of officers, in cases 
where there is every reason to believe that pay- 
ment of the sameclaim had been previously made. 


Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made unfavorable reports upon 
the foilowing cases: The petition of the legal 
representatives of Richard Dorsey, deceased; the 

etition of the administrator of Captain William 
ndford, deceased; and the petition of the heirs 
of Captain Jacob Hall, deceased. 


REORGANIZATION OF THE POST OFFICE 
DEPARTMENT. 


On motior of Mr. CALHOUN, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the third reading of the bill changing 
the organization of the General Post Office. 

Mr. GRUNDY rose and said that, by the 
instructions of the committee, he moved to fill up 
a blank in the bill, which was left for the purpose 
of inserting the number of clerks necessary to be 
employed in the General Post Office under the new 
organization. Le therefore submitted an amend- 
ment, which he hoped would be agreed to by 


unanimous consent, fixing the number of clerks in | 


the General Post Office at twenty-six, and reducing 
the salary of the messenger to be employed in the | 
office of the Commissioner of the Post Office to | 
$700, instead of $800, by which, Mr. Grunpy 
said, he would be put upon a footing of equality 
in this respect with other messengers in the execu- 
tive departments. 

The amendment was adopted, and the bill was 
then read the third time and passed. 


POTOMAC BRIDGE. 


Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which the bill from the House | 
relative to the construction of the bridge over the 
Potomac at the city of Washington, and repealing 
all other acts in relation thereto, was referred, | 
reported the same without amendment. 


GEORGE HURLBERT. 


The bill for the relief of the legal representatives | 
of George Hurlbut was read the third time and | 
passed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, ETC., AT MOBILE POINT. 


The bill making an appropriation to erect a | 
light-houseat Mobile Point, and to establish buoys 
in Mobile bay, was read the third time and 
passed. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate con- 
sidered, as in Committee of the Whole, the bill | 
making appropriations for the naval service for i 
the year 1835, and no objection having been made, 
it was read the third time and passed. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, the Senate | 
considered, as in Committee of the Whole, the 
joint resolution, reported yesterday by the select 
committee, proposing an amendment of the Con- 
stitution, relative to the distribution of the surplus 
revenue of the United States; when, on his motion, || 
the resolution was postponed to, dnd made the 
special order for, Thursday next. 


SALARIES OF CUSTOM-HOUSE OFFICERS. 


On motion of Mr. SILSBEE, the Senate post- 
poned the previous orders, and proceeded to con- 
sider, as in Committee of the Whole, the bill fixing 
the number and salaries of the custom-house offi- 
cers of the United States. 

Mr. SILSBEE briefly explained the object of 
the bill, which was to fix the number and com- 

ensation of the custom-house officers in the || 
nited States, and to prevent an inequality which | 
existed in the compensation of the subordinate 
officers of the same grade in different parts of the | 


country. 
Mr. SILSBEE then moved severally the follow- || 
ing amendments to the bill: i 
he appointment of a surveyor at Jersey City, | 


THE CONGR 


| SIX Or seven ports. 


|| by reviewing and correcting his accounts. 
| amendment went to extend this officer to another | 


also checked at the Treasury, by the accounting 
| officers. The committee thought it expedient, | 


| necessary as a check upon the collector in six or | 
| seven ports, it was soin all. 


| than $10,000 were received, we could where ten | 


in the district of New York, at a salary of $800 | 
per annum; 1] 

A surveyor at Lynn, in the district of Marble- | 
head, at $300 per annum; 

A surveyor at Ocracock, in the Newbern dis- 
trict, at $700 per annum; 

A surveyor at Can.den, New Jersey, at $250 per 
annum; 

A surveyor at St. Mary’s, in the Annapolis dis- 
trict, $200 per annum. ‘ 

These amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. SILSBEE then moved a further amend- 
ment, ‘*that all fees now payable by law to all 
collectors, naval officers, and surveyors, or their 
depaties, or those authorized to receive them, shall | 
be regularly accounted for quarterly and paid into 
the Treasury by the officers receiving the same;”’ 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. SWIFT offered an amendment requiring | 
temporary officers who received a per diem com- , 
pensation, to make a report of the duties per- | 
formed by them, with a statement under oath 
that their duties were necessary to the public 
rood, 

"After some conversation between Mr. SHEP- 
LEY, Mr. SILSBEE, and Mr. SWIFT, the pro- 
posed amendment was withdrawn by Mr. SWIFT, 
on the suggestion that the substance of it was 
already contained in the bill. 

Mr. TYLER said he found by this bill that out | 
of the fourteen naval officers now established, only 
six were to be retained. That the port of Nor- | 
folk was to be deprived of this officer. He con- | 
tended that these officers were necessary as checks | 
over the collectors; he therefore proposed so to | 
amend the bill as to give a naval officer with a 
salary of $1,000 to the port of Norfolk. Mr. T. | 


| 


| then read a letter from the Comptroller of the 
| Treasury, stating as his opinicn, that a naval 
|| officer ought not to be dispensed with at the port 


of Norfolk. 

Mr. SILSBEE said he was willing, so far as 
respected himself, to have dispensed with all the 
naval officers, but in accordance with the opinion 
of the committee, they had retained six for the six 
principal ports of the country. 

Mr. WRIGHT thought these officers were 
necessary at the large ports,and a majority of the 
committee thought they could be dispensed with at | 


W here the receipts were very || 
heavy, he operated as a check on the collector, 
The i 


class of ports not in the contemplation of the com- 
mittee. 


Mr. SILSBEE was opposed to the amendment, 


i] 


| because, if it prevailed, this officer must be ex- 
tended to other poris, where there was really no | 
|| necessity for it. 


Mr. TOMLINSON said he thought, in the com- | 
mittee, that it was necessary to abolish all these 
naval officers. They were merely checks on the 
collector, and he was already checked by his 
clerks and the surveyor of the port, and he was | 


by way of experiment, to reduce the number of | 
naval officers in the small ports first, and if it suc- | 
ceeded there, it was thought that it would after- || 
wards be very easy to extend it, and abolish the || 
office in the other ports. He saw no strong | 
reason, therefore, for establishing one at Norfolk. 

Mr. TYLER said he went for checks and bal- 
ances. Ifthe appointment of a naval officer was 


If we could dispense || 
with sentinels over the collector where not more 


ti 


millions were collected. He saw no force in the || 


remark, that the clerks were a check upon the | 
| collector, under whose control they were, and re- 





movable at his pleasure, nor could he understand | 
how the officers of the Treasury were a check || 
upon the collector. He was unable to conceive || 
what check there was upon that officer, except || 
what was afforded by the naval officer. With } 


| respect to the collector at Norfolk, he knew him to 


be a most honest, trustworthy man, and believed | 


|| him to be as much so as any other in the Govern- | 


ment, but he would trust no man to go into the | 


Treasury and take money out of it, without having ‘| 
a sentinel to watch over him. 1 


ESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| be just and reasonable. 
| the last man to give less compensation than these 
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Mr. SILSBEE and Mr. TOMLINSON made 


| some further remarks, when the amendment was 


disagreed to. 

Mr. BIBB then moved a further amendment to 
increase the salary of the collector at Sandusk 
from $400 to $600 per annum. y 

Mr. B. knew this officer to be a most honest 
and excellent one. He had been many years in 
the service of the Government, but his salary was 


| entirely too low to enable him to live. There wag 


a maxim, *‘make money—honestly, if you can— 
but at all events make money.” This maxim 
applied with increased force to persons thus sit- 
uated—they must live; honestly, if they could, 
but the means of living must be had atany hazard, 
He thought that $600 was a very moderate salary, 


and hoped the proposition would be agreed to, 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he would vote for the 


amendment. But while he was up, he would 


, make one or two general observations with regard 


to this bill. It must be admitted that there was 
no Government on the globe that had collected its 
revenue with more punctuality or more faithfully 
than the Government of the United States. ‘[’> 
collect it successfully, required the exercise of 
great care, and the possession of great practical 
knowledge ourselves, or the advantage of it in 
others. ‘The objection to the bill was not that the 
higher officers intrusted with the duty of collect- 
ing the revenue, were not sufficiently provided 
for; but when we went from the ports on the 
sea-board to those in the interior, he entertained 
doubts on the subject. We all knew what cor- 
ruption existed among the European Govern- 
ments among the collectors of their revenues; and 
the reason was, that they did not receive a sufii- 
cient compensation for their services to live on. 
They must live; and in order to live, they became 
corrupt. Although he was as anxious for an 


_ economical administration of the Government, 
| and economical expenditures, as any gentleman 
| of the Senate, yet he would be sorry to introduce 


the spirit of economy to such an extreme as would 
induce the collectors of the revenue to become dis- 
honest. As the honorable gentleman from Ken- 


_tucky, [Mr. Buss,] well remarked, they must live, 
‘| and if they could not live honestly, they must 


derive the means of living from some source. He 


| did not know that there were any provisions in 


this bill which would have the effect of making 
all officers dishonest. But he felt certain that at 
the port of Sandusky, a competent officer could 
not be obtained for $400, or if he could be ob- 
tained, he could not live on that salary. At some 


| other time, it was probable he might move to post- 


pone this bill for the present session—he believed 
it was not to take effect till next January, and at 
the next session we should all come better pre- 
pared to legislate upon a measure which would 
have so important a bearing upon the collection 
of the revenue of the country. Mr. B. said no 
man valued the practical knowledge of the honor- 
able gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sits- 
BEE,] or appreciated it more highly than he did, 
but he hoped the bill would be postponed, although 
he would not make a motion to that effect, unless 


| he thought it would receive the sanction of a con- 
| siderable 


ortion of this body. 

Mr. SILSBEE said the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury had given him his opinion as to what these 
collectors ought to have, and he supposed he had 
founded his estimates upon what he believed to 
Mr. S. said he would be 


officers ought to have, or what was necessary to 
support them. If the man had lived heretofore 


| on $400, he did not know why he might not con- 


tinue to do so. 

Mr. BUCHANAN would only say that he 
would take the opinion of the honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts respecting the sufficiency 
Of the salary of this collector, with as little hesi- 
tation as that of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
But if this honest man, as he had been represented 
to be, had lived for so many years upon a salary 
of $400, he thought it was now time to give him 
six hundred. 

Mr. BIBB observed that this gentleman held 
this situation under the expectation of a higher 
salary. He (Mr. B.) was not in favor of high 
salaries, but $400 wouid not procure the services of 
a competent man ata place which was so conve- 
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niest for smuggling as Sandusky. Unless there 
wasa man there who was competent to his duties, 
the revenue would suffer. And $400 was not | 
such a compensation as the Government ought to _ 
offer such a person. : 

Mr. WRIGHT conceded the general proposi- | 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that it | 
was the interest of the Government, fully to com- || 
pensate its officers. This was the wish and design | 
of the committee in framing the bill; but they |, 
might have failed in it, and if they had, he was || 
willing, and, indeed, desired that the Senate and | 
the House should correct it, in acting on the bill. 
But with regard to the compensation of collectors, 
he believed, as a general principle, it was based 
upon the amount of revenue which was received 
at a particular port. [Mr. W. here referred to | 
the Secretary’s report, to show that in 1833, the | 
revenue received at Sandusky was $102.) The 
amount paid for doing this business was $400. 
He was acquainted with this district, but he be- | 
lieved that the facility for smuggling there was 
very much diminished, owing tothe situation being | 
upon the lake, with perhaps an expanse of fifty | 
miles of water to be crossed, before smuggled | 
goods could be introduced. If this salary should | 
be raised, he thought all the other salaries of the 
same grade ought also to be raised. 

Some further remarks were made by Messrs. | 
BIBB, WRIGHT, and SILSBEE, when Mr. || 
EWING interposed a motion to adjourn, which 
prevailed; and 

The Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, February 10, 1835. 


Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported the following bills; which | 
were read twice and committed: | 

A bill concerning land claimants; 

A bill for the relief of Silvia C. Vick, widow | 
of Heartwell Vick, deceased, and the heirs of the | 
decedant; | 

A bill for the relief of John 8. Congor. 


Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of James 
Wiltbank; which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and | 
Means, reported a bill to regulate the disbursement || 
of the public money, and to prohibit allowances | 
not — by law; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the | 
Public Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Elenry 
Ducherquette, William Hibert, J. B. Dubois, and | 
Charies Sangunette; which was read twice and | 
committed. 


Mr. E. EVERETT, from the Committee on || 
Foreign Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of | 
Commodore John Downs; which was read twice | 
and committed. 

Unfavorable reports upon various petitions, &c., 
were made by Messrs. GALBRAITH, PAR- || 
KER, W. K. FULLER, FOSTER, FULTON, 
LAY, and THOMSON, from their respective 
standing committees. 

On motion of Mr. GILMER, leave was given 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, to prosecutes 
their duties during the session of the House. 

Petitions were presented, on leave, by 

Messrs. DUNLAP, WHITE, PINCKNEY, 
PHILLIPS, and KAVANAGH; which were 
appropriately referred. 

{Mr. Dunzap asked leave of the House to pre- 
sent a petition he had this morning received from 
sundry citizens of Fayette county, Tennessee, for || 
the establishment of a post route from Bluff || 
Creek post office to Sandy Spring, in said county. } 
Leave being granted, said petition was referred || 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
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| in the shape Mr. E. proposed. 
inquire of the honorable mover by and under | 


ceeding Congress. 
| Journals of the House show this; wherein it was | 
stated that the House proceeded to the election of | 
printer in obedience to the joint resolution of || 
18}9, and this was the phraseology for several | 
years after the adoption of that resolution. Then || 
| if that resolution be in force, and had not been 
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tion he may possess in relation thereto. 
By Mr. BEATTY: 
Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War be re- 


|| quested to report to this Elouse the survey and 


report of the engineers sent during the last year 
to survey the Cumberland river, from the falls on 
said river down, to meet the survey heretofore 
made thereon. 

On motion of Mr. HARD, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


| sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 


of allowing to Ezekiah Jewit, an invalid pen- 
sioner, arrearages of pension from June, 13815, 
when his disability occurred, to the present time. 


ELECTION OF PRINTER. 


The following resolution, offered yesterday by 
Mr. McKinvey, as amended, by Mr. Surner- 
LAND, then came up as the unfinished morning 
business: 

** Resolved, That the House will, on Thursday 
‘next, proceed to the election of printer to the 
* House of Representatives of the next Congress, 
‘ by viva voce.” 

Mr. EVANS moved the following amendment: 
Strike out viva voce, and insert, ** under the au- 
thority of the joint resolution, approved March 3, 
1819.” 

The amendment having been read, 

Mr. EVANS said it seemed obvious to him 


that if the resolution proposed by the gentleman | 


from Alabama ought to pass at all, it should pass 
If not, he would | 


what authority the House could undertake to go 
into the election of printer at all for the next Con- 
gress? ‘There was none except that derived from 
the resolution of 1819, as amended by the joint 
resolution of the 5th lebruary, 1829. Now the 
very introduction of the resolution, by the honor- 


able member from Alabama, recognized the force | 
it was by virtue of those || 
two joint resolutions alone that one Congress had || 
the right to appoint a printer for the succeeding | 
| one, and the phraseology proposed by Mr. E. 


of those resolutions. 


wes the only phraseology that could consistently 
be used. 


The motion had always been made and agreed to, 
that on such a day the House would proceed to 


| the election of a printer, under the authority of 
the joint resolution of the 3d of March, 1819, and | 
to entitle the House to do so, on the present occa- | 
sion, the same phraseology must be made use of. | 


Gentlemen had said on a former occasion, when 


| this subject came up incidentally for considera- 


tion, that the resolution of 1819 was temporary 
in its nature, and limited to two years. As an 
answer to that, he could only say, that it was 


| never considered so, neither by the then nor by 
| the succeeding Congresses, each of whom regarded 
| it as binding upon themselves and upon the suc- 


Even so lately as 1829 the 


repealed, we derived the only authority we had to 
| choose a printer for the next session from these 


two resolutions. 

Then, as to the mode of election, what was the 
language of the resolution? Thut the appoint- 
ment of printer should be made by ballot. Now 


LOB 


I Michigan, in the State of Indiana, or any informa- t! 


He begged leave also to remind the | 
House that such was the phraseology adopted ever | 
since the former joint resolution was adopted. || 
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votes. These were the only alterations, and in all 
other particulars the resolution of 1819 stood un- 
repealed. ‘The nature of the contract, the prices 
to be paid, and the mode of appointment, were 
unaffected. 

The next-question that came up for considera- 
tion was, whether the printer was an officer of the 
House or not. Mr. E.*would not go iato this at 
any length; but it was enough for the justification 
of his own vote to say, that he did not consider 
the printer an officer, within the meaning of that 
clause in the Constitution giving each House the 
right to appoint its officers, no more than the per- 
son who supplied the House with stationery, or 
fuel, or furniture. In Mr. E.'s judgment, it stood 
upon the same principle. Still, he thought with 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Roperrson)} 
that there was much propriety in leaving to each 
House to select its own printer, if it wag practica- 
ble. But this could notbedone. But we had the 
lesson of experience to show its impracticability, 
In the report made to the House on the 3d Mareh, 
1819, the inconvenience of that mode was closely 
and ably examined, and it was shown, by the ex- 
perience of former years, that the work was badly 
executed, and often delayed so long beyond the 
proper time, as to be useless when completed. 
Mr. E. read an extract from the report in ques- 
tion, and showed that it would be impossible to 
be furnished with the requisite material, types, 
presses, &c., unless he was enabled to provide for 
them beforehand, by having been elected the 
printer to the ensuing Congress. He also adduced 

/one fact to show the inconvenience of the mode 
proposed by Mr. Rosertson, that a document, 
providing for the organization of the War Depart- 
ment, had been delayed upwards of a year in the 

| printing office, till the army itself became almost 
in a state of disorganization. He would have had 
no objection that the subject should have been 
committed to a select committee, as proposed 
some time since by a gentleman from Tennessee, 

{Mr. Pey@on,] and if any better mode than the 
resent or the former one could be devised, Mr. 

k would cheerfully support it. But let it be 

examined by competent persons, conversant with 
| printing and public business. He thought they 
would be incurring great hazard by repealing the 

joint resolution, or altering the present mode in 
any way, at this late hour. At present, he be- 

lieved the existing mode the best; at all events, he 

was not assured that a better could be devised. 

There were no complaints made. The prices 

were sufficiently low, and the work wes promptly 

executed. Atthesecond session of the Nineteenth 

Congress, a printer, who had formerly had the 

contract, sent a memorial to the House, offering to 

do the work for fifteen per cent. under the existing 

tariff of prices, but Congress was satisfied, and 
refused to disturb the resolution fixing them. 
| These, then, were the reasons why he thought the 
resolution should be amended as he had proposed. 
In relation to the question of riva voce voting, 

Mr. E. was decidedly opposed to it in thia case, 

| because he thought they had no right to adopt it, 
and because he was opposed to it in every elec- 
tion for officers of that House, and on most other 
occasions. He knew it was acontested question, 
and he had intended to have submitted some re- 
marks on the subject when the resolution of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Renews} was under 
| consideration. Hie should now make but a few 
|| remarks on the subject. It had been advocated 
| there on the ground of the responsibility of mem- 
| bers to their constituents, who, it was contended, 
| ought to know the opinions and sentiments of 
| their representatives, but he would ask, how was 
|a man’s opinions and sentiments to be known 





the gentleman’s resolution proposed to dispense || by his vote for officers of that House? Had not 
with that provision, but Mr. E. thought one portion || the people opportunities enough, and better op- 
of the resolution was as obligatory as another, and || portunities, of knowing the sentiments of their 
that as the authority under which the appoint- | representatives? In his judgment, they were to 
ment was made was derived from the resolution || be best judged by the public policy they sdvo- 





Roads.] 


The following resolutions, heretofore offered, 
were considered and agreed to: 


alone, the mode must be in the manner therein || cated and pursued, and not by such votes as those. 
laid down, and could not be set aside. It had || Of what possible consequence could it be to the 
| been alleged that the resolution of 1819 was vir- || people of this country to know how their repre- 
By Mr. HANNEGAN: | tually repealed or rescinded by that of 1829, but || sentatives voted for A, B, or C, as an officer of 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- || how could that be? ‘The latter repealed only so | the House? Besides, Mr. E. was opposed to itas 
quested to communicate to this House, if in pos- || much of the formeras was inconsistent with it,and | breaking down the independence of private judg- 
session of the War Department, a copy of the || what was that? Why, it limited the time to with- |, ment, and the right of opinion in individual mem- 
survey, plan, and estimate for the construction || in thirty days of the termination of the session, | bers cf the House, and making them, or tending 
of a harbor at the mouth of Trail Creek, on Lake |! and required a majority instead of a plurality of || to make them, subservient elsewhere. He was 
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much struck with a remark made by a gentieman 
from Georgia, who said he thought the ballot very 
proper for the people, because they were account- 
able to noone. Mr. E. would undertake to say 
that the principle of the ballot was never estab- 
lished on that ground. It always stood on the 
ground of personal independence; and such a rea- 
son as that assigned by the gentleman, he ventured 
to eny, never entered into the head of any legis- 
lator, Every reason, every argument, went to 
show that it was established to secure the right of 
private judgment and independence. As to re- 
sponsibility to constituents, Mr. E. admitted as 
fully as any one, and respected their wishes and 
public opinion as much as any one; but there was 
a very great difference as to what constituted public 
opinion. It should be a calm, intelligent, delib- 
erate judgment—not opinions got up and forced 











into circyjation by the intrigues of designing per- | 


sons. A gentleman from New York used a great 
many phrases about the duties of the representa- 
tive; that he was nothing more than the minion 
of the people, and tallced about the creature and 
the creator, the principal and the agent. Why, 
none of these phrases 

Mr. CROCKETT here called for the orders of 
the day. 

Mr.McKINLEY asked for the yeas and nays; 
but they were not ordered. 





The call for the orders of the day prevailed— | 


ayes 121. 
NORTHWESTERN TERRITORY. 


Mr. LOVE, pursuant to notice heretofore given, || 
moved to postpone all the previous orders of the | 
day, with a view to the consideration of the bill | 


establishing the Northwestern Territory. 

Mr. POLK inquired if the bill regulating the 
deposites of the public moneys in the local banks, 
and several other bills in relation to the Bank of 
the United States, did not occupy a position on the 


docket in advance of the bill which the gentleman | 


from Kentucky had proposed to take up, It would 
be recollected that he had given notice that he 
would move to take up the bills referred to on this 
day. 


Mr. LOVE said that the bill which he proposed | 


to take up was, he conceived, of more importance 
than the bill mentioned by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Poxk.]} 


long delayed that it was highly expedient, if it | 
was intended to act upon it at the presentsession, || 


that it should be now done. 

Mr. DUNLAP said he hoped the House would 
not agree to the motion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. Much of the time of this House had 
been spent in similar motions to change the order 
of business. The Tennessee land bill, in which 
his constituents were immediately interested, was 


made the special order of the day for the 17th of || 


December last; and it would be strange to his con- 
stituents how it had happened the bill had not yet 
been acted on by this House—it had been owing 
to similar motions prevailing, and the order of 
business thus changed, He was very desirous to 
have the action of the House on the bill in which 
his constituents were interested. If the House 
would refuse to entertain such motions, it would 


be a great saving of time, and much more business | 


| Mr. GORDON said the blanks were left to be |. 


done; and the time spent in changing the order of 
business would be devoted to the necessary busi- 
ness of this House. 

Mr. POLK referred to the importance of the 
measures to which he had alluded; some of which 
were absolutely necessary to be acted on at the 
present session. 


The motion made by Mr. LOVE was rejected. 


Mr. POLK then moved to postpone all the 
orders of the day, for the purpose of considering 
the several bills to which he had referred. 

Mr. McKIM demanded the yeas and nays on 
this motion; which were ordered, and were—yeas 
107, nays 95. 

So the House determined to postpone the orders 
of the day, including the business upon the 
Speaker's table. 


DEPOSITE BANKS. 


The House then, on motion of Mr. POLK, || State of New York alone, while the Ancient Do- | 


proceeded to the consideration of the bill regula- 
ting the deposites of the public moneys in certain 
local banks. The bill was read. 


It had been already so || 
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| Mr. POLK said the bill just read was, in its 

main principles, precisely similar to that passed 
| by the House at the last session of Congress; and 
| upon a careful review of its provisions, the com- 


| the whole country was then aware that the pres- 
/ent method of carrying on the financial toncerns 


_ of the Government was no longer to be continued, || 


) and he went on to show that the mode adopted, 


| through the agency of State banks, had been done | 
| promptly, safely, and without charge, not only | 


| without the aid of the national bank, but against 
|| the combined weight and influence of that institu- 


| tion, and in defiance of its ere to cripple their |, 


|| operations, to the advantage of the community, 
| and without embarrassment to the treasury. r. 
_P.also referred to, and quoted, many statements 
to prove that the losses sustained by the countr 
had been double, or nearly double, from the Ban 
_of the United States, to what had occurred from 
the local banks prior to the year 1816, and also to 
prove that they would be safer depositories for 


ducted the exchange at a less cost than the United 
States Bank has ever done. 


[We hope to be enabled to give the remarks of | 


the honorable member in fall, onan early day, but 
the short time allowed would not permit our 
reporter to give even a fair synopsis of a speech, 


|| mainly consisting of close reasoning, sustained by || 


| matters of fact and arithmetic data. ] 

Mr. GORDON submitted the following amend- 
ment: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That, from and after the day of 

in the year , the 
collectors of the public revenue at places where 
the sums vollentel shall not exceed the sum of 

dollars per annum, 
shall be the agents of the treasurer to keep and 
| disburse the same, and be subject to such rules 


and regulations, and give such bond and security, || 
|| as he shall prescribe, for the faithful execution of 


their office, and shall receive, in addition to the 
|| compensation now allowed by law, per 


| centum on the sums disbursed, so that it does not | 
dollars per 


| exceed the sum of 
| annum. 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, at places 
|| where the amount of public revenue collected 
|| shall exceed the sum of 7 dollars 
| per annum, there shall be appointed by the Pres- 
|| dent, by and with the advice and consent of the 
| Senate, receivers of the public revenue, to be 
| agents of the Treasurer, who shall give such bond 
‘| and security to keep and disburse the public reve- 
|| nue, and be subject to such rules and regulations, 
|| as the treasurer shall prescribe, and shall receive 
'| for their services per centum per annum 
‘| on the sums disbursed, provided it does not exceed 
| the sum of dollars per annum. 


and after the day of , the whole 
| revenue of the United States derived from customs, 
| lands, or other sources, shall be paid in the cur- 
'| rent coins of the United States. 


|| filled by the judgment of the House. He had 


'| submitted a similar proposition on a former occa- | 


‘\sion. He did so under the belief that the Gov- 
| ernment of the United States possessed no con- 
|| stitutional power to make a Bank of the United 
|States. He also maintained that it was not in 
| accordance with the spirit of our institutions to 
invest one man with the power of controlling the 
disposal or keeping of the public revenue. Such 
|| a power he would place in the hands of no single 
\jereated being. It certainly added too much to 
|| the responsibilities of the Executive, which he 
|| believed to be already too great. This remark was 
‘not intended to apply specially to the individual 
| now in the executive chair, to whose elevation he 
/had contributed the weight of his earnest exer- 
tions. Mr. G. alluded to the great inequalities in 
the distribution of the deposites of the public 
treasure—thirteen millions being placed in the 





'| minion had but about $100,000 placed in her cus- 
| tody. This reminded him of the fable of AZsop, 
'' from which we learn what the lion’s share is. He 


| mittee have found but few points, in their judg: | 
| ment, requiring revision or change. Mr. P. said | 


Mpc: “ 
the public money. Not only so, but they con- | ee 


| Mr. 


Sec. 3. nd be it further enacted, ‘That, from || 


February 11, 








wished to separate this Government from al . 
nection with banks and like institutions. om 

Mr. G. continued to advocate the amendment 
| at considerable length. He concluded by appeal- 

ing to his contemporaries to set the glorious ex- 

ample of rather divesting themselves of power 
and placing it back in the hands of its legitimate 

conservators, the people, than seeking to swell its 
tide by clinging to that which, at best, could only 
be denominated constructive. 

Mr. MOORE moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out all after the word ‘that’ to the 
end of the second line of the first section of the 
bill, and insert— 
| The public money shall hereafter be deposited 
| *in the following banks, to wit: 

‘* The Merchants’ Bank of Salem; the Bank of 
| * New London,” &c. (Here insert the names of 
| all the banks employed as deposite banks.) 

** Provided, That the said banks shall be willing 
| *to undertake to do and perform the several duties 
‘and services, and conform to the conditions pre- 


(| 


Mr. MOORE, under the belief that the Bank 
of the United States would not be rechartered, 
_and no new bank created, was willing to aid in 

perfecting the bill before the House. He was 
| opposed to leaving anything to the discretion of 
| the Secretary of the Treasury; and with this view 
he thought it best to insert the names of the banks 
in which the public money should be deposited. 
This would prevent any undue influence in im- 
portant elections, which might be exercised if the 
|| selection of these banks was left to the executive 
/ authority. 


WING had a substitute, which at the 
| proper time he would offer. He was opposed to 
| the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. 
| He proceeded to reply to the remarks of the gen- 
| tleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Pork.] He would 
|| be opposed to any amendment which might be 
| offered to the bill, except the substitute which he 
should himself propose. 

Mr. MOORE said, that upon the suggestion of 
several members, he would withdraw his amend- 
| ment for the present, and would hereafter offer it 
|| as an amendment to the original bill. 

Mr. EWING then offered his substitute in lieu 
| of the amendment proposed by Mr. Gorpon. It 
| contained twenty-eizht sections, and provided for 
| the appointment of commissioners in the several 
| States, to be styled ‘* Boards of Currency,” with 
| authority to issue bills or notes, &c. 

The SPEAKER decided this amendment out 
| of order, inasmuch as the tenth section made an 
| appropriation of $30,000 for the purpose of pro- 
| curing engravings, printing of notes, &c., which 
|| would render it necessary that the bill should be 
| committed. 

Mr. EWING struck out the tenth section 
| of the bill, when the substitute was declared to be 
| in order. 

| Mr. EWING addressed the House in favor of 
|| his proposition, and concluded his remarks by 
| moving to refer the bill and amendments to a 
select committee of one member from each State. 

The motion was negatived by a large majority. 

Mr. EWING again addressed the House in 
| favor of his substitute. 

Mr. ROBERTSON next obtained the floor, 
and after speaking some time on the various ques- 
_tions presented by the bill, and in opposition to 
| its provisions and the views of the Secretary of 
_ the Treasury on the subject of the disposition of 
the public moneys, he gave way—without con- 
cluding his remarks—to a motion by Mr. WISE 
for an adjournment, which carried. 

The House then adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. 
Wennespay, February 11, 1835. 
Petitions and memorials were presented b 





|| Messrs. EWING, SHEPLEY, WRIGHT, Mc- 
|| KEAN, TOMLINSON, and BUCHANAN. 
Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
|| Pensions, to which was referred the resolutions 
| of the Legislature of Alabama, praying the estab- 
lishment of another pension agency in that State, 
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| 


reported unfavorably upon the same, and moved | 
that the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the same. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, made some opposi- || 
tion to discharging the committee; and, at his sug- || 
gestion, the motion was laid on the table for the | 
present. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Revolu- |! 
tionary Claims, to which was referred the petition || 
of the representatives of Janfes Parkinson, de- || 
ceased, reported unfavorably upon the same. | 

Mr. HENDRICKS gave notice that to-morrow | 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill making an | 
appropriation to repair certain roads in the Ter- | 
ritory of Michigan. | 

Mr. WAGGAMAN, pursuant to notice, and || 
on leave given, introduced a bill to establish a daily 
mail between Macon, Georgia, and New Orleans; | 
which was read twice and referred to the Post | 
Office Committee. | 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, reported a bill for therelief of Augustus | 
A. Nicholson; which was read the first time and || 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the same committee, | 
to which was referred the bill from the House for || 
the relief of Commodore Isaac Hull, reported the | 
same, with an amendment. 

The bill to continue the office of Commissioner || 
of Pensions, which was returned amended by the || 
House of Representatives, was taken up, and the | 
bill and amendment were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRESTON, from the Judiciary Committee, | 


reported unfavorably upon the memorial of Wil- | 


liam Clark. 


Mr. PRESTON, from the same committee, to || 
which was referred the joint resolution to repeal || 
the joint resolution prescribing the mode of elect- || 


ing the public printers to Congress, reported un- | 
favorably upon the same, and the committee was 
discharged from the further consideration of both 
these subjects. 

The following resolution, offered by Mr. SHEP- | 
LEY, was read twice by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to cause the surveys and raps made in the State | 
of Maine, under the direction of Colonel J. S. 
Abert, to be communicated to the Senate; and 
that he cause the maps to be reduced, if necessary, | 
to prepare them for publication. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House, were read || 


twice and appropriately referred: 

A bill for the removal of the land office from | 
Wapaghanetta to Lima, in the State of Ohio; 

A bill to authorize the sale of certain lands be- | 
longing to the University of Michigan; 

A bill prescribing the punishment of consuls, | 
commercial agents, and others, in certain cases; 

A bill for the relief of Lieutenant Mervin P. | 
Mix; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Butler; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Swain; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of William 
Pollard; 

A bill for the relief of Sutton Stevens; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Dixon and Co., 
of New York; 

A bill for the relief of Job Burton; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel H. Doxey; 

A bill for the relief of John Herrick; 

A bill for the relief of Job Wood; 

A bill for the relief of David Kincaid; 


A bill for the relief of Stephen Smith and | 


others; 

A bill for the relief of Robert Abbott and the 
heirs of James Abbott, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of Matthew C. Perry; 

A bill for the relief of E. R. Shubrick, of the 
United States Navy. 
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A bill for the relief of S. M. Wall and H. Per- | 
cival; 

A bill for the relief of Shubael Conant; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representative of 
Aaron Smith; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Ball; 

A bill for the relief of Richard H. Lee; 

A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Breed; 

A bill for the relief of George Davenport; 

A bill for the relief of Richard Butman; 

A bill for the relief of John Frazer & Co.; 

A bill for the benefit of John Cullins; 

A bill for the relief of Harvey Reynolds and 
John Casey; 

A bill for the relief of Josiah Westlake; 

A bill granting a pension to Isaac Janvier; 

A bill for the relief of Josiah H. Brown and 
John Conkin; 

A bill to restore to certain invalid pensioners 
the amount of pension by them relinquished; 

A bill amendatory of the act for the repair of 
the Cumberland road; and 

A bill making provision for the purchase of a 
Jac simile of General Washington’s accounts. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


On motion of Mr. HENDRICKS, the Senate 
postponed the previous orders, and took up the 
bill making an appropriation for the continuation 
and repair of the Cumberland road. 

Mr. H. then moved an amendment to the bill, 
allowirg a percentage to the officer who shall dis- 
burse the appropriation; the amount to be settled 
by the rules and regulations of the War Depart- 
ment. 

After some remarks from Mr. HENDRICKS, 
explanatory thereof, and also of the bill, 

Mr. CLAY opposed the amendment, and 

Mr. HENDRICKS afterwards withdrew it. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said that the Cumberland 
road had been a constant subject before Congress 
ever since he had first taken his seat in the House 
_of Representatives, in the session of 1821-2. A 
| bill had passed at that session to keep it in repair, 
by establishing toll gates upon it, under the au- 
thority of Congress, on which Mr. Monroe, then 
the President of the United States, had placed his 
veto, because, in his opinion, Congress had not 
the power, under the Constitution, to enact such 
alaw. He(Mr. B.) had then carefully examined 
the message of Mr. Monroe returning this bill, 
and had been convinced that we had no power to 
pass any such act. 
steadily and uniformly, in every shape and form, 
opposed the erection of toll gates upon this road 
under the authority of the General Government. 
If Congress possess the power to enter the terri- 
tory of a State; to interfere in their domestic con- 


|| cerns; to erect toll gates upon their roads; to 


establish a police over them and inflict penalties 
for its violations, and of consequence to create 
tribunals in which such offences can be tried— 


|| then every barrier between Federal and State 


authority is at once prostrated. Indeed, this prin- 
as an entire jurisdiction over the post roads of the 
country, for the purpose of levying tolls to keep 
them in repair, could extend. 

| In this state of things, there was one party in 
| Congress, which, although favorable to the preser- 
|| vation of the road, felt themselves bound to vote 
against all appropriations for its repair, on the 
principle of compelling its friends to consent that 





|| authority of the States through which it passes. 
| Another party wished that it might be forever 
| kept in repair by appropriations from the national 


} un 


| doctrine of internal improvements to the danger- 
|| ous extent of abolishing the principle that Con- 
gress not only possessed the power to appropriate 








A bill for the relief of Riddle, Becktel, and 
others: 

A bill for the relief of John J. Avery; 

A bill for the relief of Stephen Gatlin; 

A bill for the relief of Theodore Owens; 


| and collecting toll. 
In regard to myself, I have been more misrep- 
resented upon this question than [ ever have been 


From that moment he had | 


ciple would lead to perfect consolidation, so far | 


tolls for this purpose should be levied under the || 


Treasury, without the collection of tolls, either || 
| under the State or National authority. Anda third || 
| class of politicians were determined to push the | 


money for the construction of roads and canals, || 
| but that they were also bound to assume a juris- || 
diction over them, by erecting gates upon them, | 
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entertained a hostile feeling towards it. Jealousy 


| towards this great national work, because it might 
'| injure the Pennsylvania turnpike, has always been 


imputed to me; when, if 1 know myself, 1 am 
incapable of such a feeling towards such an im- 
provement—so beneficial to the citizens of the 


| country generally. 


For several years I voted for appropriations to 


|| repair this road; and I did not cease to do so until 


I discovered that, if this course were continued, 
the peculiar friends of the road never would con- 
sent to the erection of toll gates under State 
authority. 

In this conflict of opinions the necessary appro- 
priations could not be obtained for the repairs of 
the road. It got into a ruinous state, and became 
so dilapidated that its entire destruction was threat- 
ened. At length its friendsconsented that itshould 
be placed under the protection of the States. 
Accordingly, Pennsylvania, in April, 1831, and 
Maryland, in January, 1832, passed acts author- 
izing the erection of toll gates upon it, and agreed 
to take it under their care, provided it ** should be 
put in a good and complete state of repair’? by 
appropriations made by Congress. Virginia some 
time afterwards passed a similar act. On the 3d 
July, 1832, Congress approved of these acts, and 
appropriated $150,000 towards the repairs of this 
road. 

Here, then, was a contract expressly and sol- 
emnly entered into, first, that the road should be 
placed in good and complete repair by Congress, 
and then, that it should pass under the care of the 
States, for the purpose of its preservation. 

In pursuance of this arrangement, the engineer 
department adopted a plan for its complete repair. 

|| The road was to be macadam zed. There were 
to be three strata of stone placed upon it, each of 
three inches indepth. The repairs proceeded upon 
this principle. On the 2d March, 1833, $125,000 
more was appropriated to continue these repairs. 
At the last session an estimate was presented by 
the engineer department, stating that the sum of 
$652,100 would be required to finish the road; 
but Congress refused to appropriate more than 
$300,000 for this purpose, less than half the 
necessary sum. The act granting this money 
also declared that it was given ‘for the entire 

| completion of the repairs of the Cumberiand road 
east of the Ohio.” 

What have been the consequences? Just such 
as might have been anticipated by every reflecting 
man. The engineer department had adopted a 
fixed plan for repairing the road. This plunthey 
had steadily pursued fortwo years. It wasknown, 
or might have been known, to Congress. They 
were progressing gradually upon this plan, when 
all at once, without any previous notice, Congress 
changed this plan by granting lees than half the 

_ money necessary to complete its execution, What 
| was then to be done? It became necessary for 
the engineer to abandon his system and spread 
this appropriation over the whole road, Ele has 
done so, and the result is, that on about sixty-three 
miles of the road—nearly half its whole length— 
instead of three strata of three inches in depth 
each, there is now but one. Is there any Senator 
who does not know not only that this ts insuffi- 
cient for a permanent road, but that the moment 
| the spring opens, it will be cut to pieces by the 
heavy wagons and carriages? The metal, as it is 
| technically called, will be all in the mud; and b 
the fatality which has always attended this road, 
the last appropriation, of $300,000, will be ren- 
| dered almost entirely useless. 
| But, sir, the States through which it passes have 
| only agreed to take this road off your hands on 
the condition that you shall first put it in good and 
complete repair; and you have assented to these 
terms. Does any gentleman imagine for a single 
moment that the State of Pennsylvania will ac- 
cept this road in its present condition? Is it in 
good and complete repair, according to the terms 
of thecontract?) Your own engineers answer no, 
and inform you that it will require the sum of 
$346,186 58 to complete the — agreeably to 
|| the system which they have adopted, and which 
'| they deem indispensable. This sum, you will 
‘| have to appropriate for the purpose; or you will 


j 


j 
| 


| 


A bill for the relief of the representatives of || on any other. I have been constantly denounced | be conipelled to keep the road in repair by an- 


Thomas Clements, deceased 


i} ag an enemy to the road, although I have never 


|| nual appropriations, a course which I presume no 
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Senator intends to adopt as a permanent system. 
There is no other alternative, unless you devote 
the road itself to destruction. 
tleman can one moment entertain. ‘The erection 
of toll gates under the authority of Congress is 
now out of the question. 


completion of the repairs of this road, and that 
more ought not now to be demanded. Is there 
any force in this argument? La settling an account 
with individuals, where the claimant is an oppo- 
sing party, is it very proper for Congress to say 
that the sum appropriated shall be in fall of all 
demands? Unless in very extraordinary cases, | 


‘This idea no gen- | 
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! 


roads. This road was made by these funds, and 
yet the gentleman from South Carolina said that 
expenditures had been made to the road again 
and again. Could the road (he asked) be maiu- 


| tained but by appropriations? If it passed through 
But it is said that the sum of $300,000 was | 
appropriated at the last session fur the entire | 


should never vote to reopen such an account and | 


grant a new appropriauion. But what is the state 
of facts upon the present occasion? Does not 
this road belong to the United States? Are we 
not bound by high principles of public duty to 
keep it in repair? Here is no opposite party 
with whom we can drive a bargain. It is our 
own road; and if we have not appropriated a 
sufficient sum for its repair, shail we suffer it to go 
to ruin, because we made a mistake in regard to 
the amount necessary? If the simple deciaration 
of Congress, that $300,000 was sufficient, could 


have rendered it so, then there might be some | 
justice in this reasoning; otherwise it is a mere | 


fallacy. If, after having granted a certain sum, 
which was found by experience to be wholly 
insufficient to complete one of our fortifications, 
what should we say to a gentleman who would 
gravely contend that, as we had declared this sum 


should accomplish the object, we would rather | 


permit it to go to ruin than appropriate another 
dollar. The cases are precisely parallel. But 
this is notall. Congress has contracted an obli- 
gation to the States through which this road 
passes to put it in good and complete repair; how 
can they acquit themselves from this obligation by 
urging that they had appropriated a sum which 
they declared to be sufficient for this purpdSe, 
and they could not, and would not, appropriate 
any more? The States through which the road 
— would havea right to say, this was not the 
argain; your mistake cannot justify the viola- 
tion of your contract; you have agreed to accom- 
plish a specific object; and cost what it may, this 
object must be accomplished, or we shall not accept 
the surrender of the road. 

The commissioners appointed under the act of 
the Legislature of Pennsylvania have pledged 
themselves in the most solemn manner to accept 
the road, and erect toll gates upon it, as s00n as 
Congress shall appropriate the sum deemed neces- 
sary by the engineer department to put it In re- 
pair. That sum is granted by this bill. Pass it, 
and I will undertake to say for Pennsylvania that 
this perplexing question, which has so often and 
for so many years agitated Congress, will be put 
forever at rest. You will never more hear of this 
road, unless it be that it has been preserved and 
protected with that fostering care which Pennsyl- 
vania exercises over all interests in which either 
the citizens of the State or of the Union are deeply 
concerned. 

Mr. PRESTON said he was tired of making 
these repeated appropriations, again and again, 
for an ebject which he believed was originally 
unconstitutional. He was disposed to vote some- 
thing to get rid of this incubus upon the Treasury, 
if it was possible to effect it; but he was by no 
means satisfied that this appropriation would en- 
able us to get it off our hands. Hedid not know 
or understand by what new lights gentlemen were 
governed heretofore upon this matter; but he 
would now ask the honorable chairman whether 
he wou!d rise in his place and say that the appro- 
priation asked for would be sufficient to put the 
road in repair? For himself, he did not think it 
would, but that applications would yet be made 
for the same purpose, year after year. Wecould 
not get rid of the road in any way, neither by 
selling it, giving it away, or losing it. These 
States would not take the road, or maintain it, 
because it was left to their own judgments to say 
whether it was in repair or not. 

Mr. EWING contended that the reservation of 
the two per cent. fund to the new States, of which 
Ohio was one, was by a compact made in 1802, 


| 


| a condition that it must go to ruin, unless $340,000 |, 


| finish it? 


a rich country, it might be repaired by the popula- | 


tion; but it passed, in great part, over mountains 
and through wildernesses, and must necessarily 


get out of order, The gentleman said that neither | 


of the States would maintain it; but the States 
had agreed to take it when it was put into com- 
plete repair. This never had been done, and they 


could not be expected to take it, and maintain It | 
| when it was worn out. 


Ohio had already ex- 
pended large sums in repairing it; and if this eum 
should be expended, he had information that no 


further appropriation would hereafter be asked for | 


from Congress for the purpose. 

Mr. BUCHANAN rose to say but one or two 
words. He did not know to whom the honor- 
able Senator from South Carolina alluded by the 
new lights which, he said} had influenced gentle- 
men. Certainly he could not have meant him; for 
no new light had burst on his vision since 1822. 
Whether that gentleman had seen any himself 
since that period, he would not pretend to say; 
but from the session of 1822-’23, he (Mr. B.) had 


been uniform, zealous, and consistent in his oppo- || 


sition to all the attempts which had been made to 
establish toll gates on this read by Congress. He 
had at length, much against his inclination, voted 


order to compel its friends to apply to the States 
to erect toll gates upon it. He thought, from the 
tenor of the honorable gentleman’s remarks, he 
had not read the documents in this case with 
much care. He would inquire of the gentleman, 
candidly, would South Carolina, under similar 


|| in opposition to appropriations for its repair, in 
l| pp pprop F 

1] 

| 


circumstances, take this road under her charge, || 


and agree to keep it in repair, when it was in such 


should be expended upon it? Could he expect 


Pennsylvania to take the road, when the officers | 


of this Government declared that it was not in 
repair? Six hundred and fifty-two thousand dol- 
lars was the sum asked for at the last session, 


$300,000 of which only had been granted. It was | 


the mere balance of the furmer sum which was 


now asked; and, if it was appropriated, he for | 


one was willing to pledge himself he would never 
vote for a single dollar more for the purpose. 
With respect to the special terms in which the 
appropriation of last session was made, he would 
ask the gentleman, suppose he were building a 
| house, and he should give a specific sum of money 
to his agent for its completion, and declare this 
was sufficient, and it should afterwards appear 
| that it was entirely insufficient for the purpose, 


decay, or would he advance an additional sum to 
Either we must abandon this road to 


| ruin, or we shall be obliged to make a much 


greater appropriation at the next session, if this 


| be now refused. 





Mr. PRESTON contended that it was for a 


Pennsylvania road we were making this appro- | 
| priation; it was not for our house, it was not our 


road; and if there was this great amount of travel- 
ling on it which gentlemen said, it proved its 


| value, and that the States in which it laid might 


derive an income from it. He supposed the hon- 


| orable gentleman from Pennsylvania never enter- 


tained but one opinion upon these matters; but 
the gentlemen with whom he usually acted enter- 


tained different opinions as to the power of Con- | 
| gress to establish toll gates on the road. He made 
no opposition, however, to the appropriation west | 


of the Ohio. He therefore moved to amend the 


| bill by striking out the second and third sections; 


upon which motion he asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 
[The second section appropriates $346,000 to 
| the repairs of the road east of the Ohio. 


_ The third section provides that when the road | 


shall be completed, it shall be surrendered to the 
| States in which it lies. 
| Mr. WEBSTER said, if he had the same con- 
| stitutional scruples with regard to the power of the 
| United States to construct roads, as the Senator 
| from South Carolina, [Mr. Preston,] he should 


OBE. 


land was expressly for the purpose of making 


would he allow it to remain useless, and go to | 
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reason in the same manner and come to th 
| results. But he had no doubt on that cn 
And moreover, the Cumberland road was of more 
general interest, and less local in its nature than 
most subjects that had been objected to as uncon- 
aoe rhe 
ere were (said Mr. W.) two obj > 
braced in the bill. One to or ala Ba 
beyond the Ohio river and extend it to the new 
States in the west—the other, to appropriate 
$350,000 for repairs on this side of that river in 
order to put it in @ condition to induce the States 
to accept it and keep it in repair. After the enor. 
mous expense the Government had incurred in 
constructing the road, Mr. W. contended it should 
be preserved. He agreed for the most part with 
the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania, {Mr. 
Bucuanan.] He understood, by the provisions 
| of the bill, that the States to which it would be 
|| surrendered, were bound to apply the revenues 
of the tolls solely to the repairs of the road. He 
was in favor at the last session of appropriating 
_ $600,000 for these repairs, but the other House 
| thought otherwise. Consequently the bill was 
| amended by changing the sum from $600,000 to 
|| $300,000. He was in favor of appropriating the 
| tull sum at that time, and then have the road 
finished. 

Mr. CLAY said he should vote for the bill. He 
felt an imperative duty to preserve what was 
| already done on the road, and prevent the whole 

from being lost. He did not, however, agree with 
_ the honorable Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Ewinae,] 
| that the Government was pledged to continue 
the repairs of the road, because a share in the 
| incomes of public lands had been granted in lieu 
| thereof. He contended that the power to con- 
|| struct a road implied a power to preserve it; and 
|| the best way to preserve it was to erect toll-gates 
and apply the income to that object. He there- 
| fore saw no objection to setting up toll-gates un- 
| der the authority of the United States. He had 
|| not stood alone in that opinion; a large majority of 
_ the Senate concurred with him at that time. His 
| opinions were still the same, and he still believed 
|| the power existed in the Constitution; but the 
|| expediency of resorting to it was guarded by 
popular opinion. Heconsidered that road a great 
national object; a great national thoroughfare for 
all the States. He contended against the propri- 
| ety of surrendering the road to the States. It was 
giving the privileges of the nation away to com- 
| munities whose interest was distinct, who had no 
sympathies, no common feelings, with the rest. 
| We might as well surrender the care of the Mint 
|| or any public works, to individual Siates, as that 
| road. Ee felt compelled to vote for the bill. Times 
'| had changed! Fle had seen the bank, internal 
|| improvements, and other great national objects, 
|| compelled, of late, to march to the right or left, 
| according to the will of those high in authority. 
Mr. WRIGHT did not rise, he said, to debate 
the bill. He only wished for some modifications; 





| as the bill was, he saw no prospect of getting rid 
| of the road; there was no surety that the same 
| demand would not be made again next year. 

Mr. HILL said he had the bill before him as it 
came from the Elouse last year. He did not 
believe another dollar should be expended. The 
| bill was passed at the last session with the under- 
| standing that it was the last expendiwre that 
| would be asked for. But there it was again, and 
no security against still further demands. It was 
contended that the sum was not sufficient—when 
| would it be sufficient? Millions had already been 

expended upon this expensive undertaking and 
| he saw no end to the prodigality and waste of the 
public treasures. He for one could not vote for 
a under such circumstances. 

r. BUCHANAN said he did not rise to say 
another word on the merits of this appropriation; 
but merely to make a brief reply to the Senator 
from Kentucky. He found himself between two 
fires from opposite sides of the Senate. Whilst 

the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Preston] 
| thinks I go too far in favor of internal improve- 








| for not going far enough. On this subject they 
/ are the opposite extremes. For his own part, 
| between the two, he should adopt the maxim, “in 
|| medio tutissimus ibis.’’ He should certainly follow 


| ments, the gentleman from Kentucky blames me 




















this advice for the regulation of his own conduct. )) the road should pass through the public lands, he | 


The safest course, in his opinion, lay between the || was unwilling thac the bill should be engrossed | 
extremes. || until time was given to examine intothesubject. | 
He did not intend to argue the question; but he | Mr. McKiM was surprised at the objection 
would say to the gentleman from Kentucky, that || raised by the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. | 
he (Mr. B.) could see a vast difference between | ParkER.] _He was not himself personally inter- | 
the simple power of appropriating money for the || ested in this work; he did not own a share of its 
constructions of roads, and that of exercising juris- | stock, or did he desire any, because he did not 
diction over them after they had been completed. || believe that it would be profitable. The public 
An incidental power cannot transcend its princi- || were, however, deeply interested in the comple- 


pal; the stream cannot rise higher than its fountain; | 


and it does not by any means follow that the || 
mere power of appropriation for internal improve- | 


ments, involves that of entering the territories of | 
the States, erecting toll-gates upon the roads, and 
levying tolls from passengers. The existence of 
the one power cannot be inferred from that of the 
other. To give money is one thing; but to exer- 
cise jurisdiction is another, and a very different 
affair. There is no necessary connection between 
the two. 
In relation to the remark of the gentleman, that | 
whole communities had changed their opinions | 
upon an important subject within the last few 
years, he had only to say, that if they had done | 
80, sufficient reasons might be adduced to justify 
thischange. Ee was not among the number him- 
self who nad thus changed; but if he had been, he 
could readily conceive why any gentleman might 
have been of one opinion at the period alluded to | 
by the gentleman, and of a very different opinion | 
after the disclosures which had since been made. 
Mr. B. said he entertained now, as he ever had 


i 


| 


done, feelings of the greatest respect for the gen- || 


tleman from Kentucky, and none of his (Mr. B.’s) 
remarks were made i any unkind spirit. 

Some further remarks. were made by Messrs. 
CLAY, WRIGHT, and KING of Alabama, 
when Mr. K. submitted an amendment, which, if | 
adopted, he said, would remove his objection to | 
the third section. If not, he should feel it his 
duty to vote for striking out. ; 

The amendment was, ‘* that before any portion | 
of the appropriation shall be expended upon the | 
road, the same shall be surrendered to the States 
through which it passes.” 

Mr. HENDRICKS having made no objection | 
to the amendment, it was agreed to. | 

The question being on Mr. Preston’s mo- 
tion to strike out, it was determined in the nega- | 





tive—yeas 14, nays 32, as follows: || 


YEAS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Calhoun, Cuth- | 


bert, Hill, King of Georgia, Leigh, Mangum, | 


Moore, Preston, Ruggles, Shepley, Tyler, White 
14 


NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Buchanan, || 
Clay, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, || 
Hendricks, Kane, Kent, King of Ala- |. 
ight, Linn, McKean, Morris, Naudain, | 


Grundy, 
bama, Kn 
Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, | 
Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tip- | 
oe SOO Waggaman, Webster, Wright 

Mr. HILL then moved to reduce the appro- | 
priation to the road in Ohio from $200,000 to | 
$100,000; which was disagreed to. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, the | 
amendments concurred in, and the bill was ordered | 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 


On motion of Mr. KANE, the Senate proceeded | 
to the consideration of executive business; and | 
when the doors were opened, 


The Senate adjourned. | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 1 Mr. GAMBLE moved to take up and consider || mittees, near the close of a session, to ask to be 
| 


Wepvespay, February 11, 1835. 


Mr. MARDIS, on leave, presented a petition; || 


which was referred. | 


Mr. CHINN, from the Committee on the Dis- || 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill in relation to the || , 
| moved to suspend the rule of the House, in order 
| that he might attain his object; which was nega- || move the previous question, if this should be done, 
| tived. 
Mr. CHINN moved that the bill be ordered to | . : 
| diciary, reported a bill further to define and pun- || an equivocal one. 


extension of the lateral branch of the Baltimore 
and Ohio railroad through the District to the City 
of Washington; which was read twice. 


be engrossed. 

_Mr. PARKER said that this appeared to be a | 
bill in relation to a contract, and if an errorshould | 
be committed, it might be difficult to correct it 
after the passage of the bill. However important | 
the measure might be, still, as it was intended that — 


| tion of this work. He was authorized by the 
president of the railroad company to say, that if 


| 4th of July next. {f this bill was not passed, the 
| road must stop at the line of this District. ‘This 
| would subject the public to considerable additional 


no difficulty was thrown in the way by Congress, | ted S > Irate . 
the road would be completed to this city ly an | of the United States, it being manifest that the time 


expense in travelling and transportation between | 


this city and the point at which the railroad would 
terminate. The directors of the railroad com- 
| pany had visited this place, and had come toa 
| perfect understanding with the mayor and city 
| authorities on the subject. 


| Tiber. The land over which it would pass was 
| worth but little, and the company were pledged 


|| to pay any damages which might be assessed by 


| a jury, in consequence of the proposed location of 
| the railroad. There was no trick intended. 


It had been arranged | 
4 that the road should pass along the valley of the | 


He | 


| repeated that great advantages would result tothe | 
| public by the completion of this improvement. || 


|| It would enable travellers to pass between the cities 


of Baltimore and Washington in two hours; and 


that all objection would be withdrawn, and the bill 
be permitted to progress. 
Mr. PARKER could not see why the gentleman 


as no injury would result to any one, he trusted | 


from Maryland should be surprised that he (Mr. | 


P.) was not prepared to vote ona bill which he 
did not understand. He did not believe that any 
trick was intended by the bill. He thought it 
improper that a bill of such importance should be 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
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hurried through the House, with so little con- || 


sideration. If it was supposed that the measure 

must fail if the bill was not ordered to be engrossed 

to-day, he would ask what would become of the 

various important bills which were not yet acted 

on? The same argument would equally apply to 
| other measures. 
haste upon this particular bill. He thought it 
had better be postponed for a few days, in order 
to afford time to look into its provisions. 

Mr. CHINN remarked that the public interest 
was not involved, or compromtied, by the provis- 
| ions of the bill. 

Mr. PARKER moved to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill until Monday next, and 
that it be printed; which was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the 


| Public Lands, reported, without amendment, the’ 
bill from the Senate, extending the time for enter- | 


ing back lands in the State of Louisiana. 


a third time and passed. 


ordered to be engrossed. 
Unfavorable reports were made by Mr. GREN- 


| NELL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


Judiciary. 


} 


| 
| 
| 


| 


| 
| 


| 
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to lead to a discussion, which would interfere with 
the usual morning business, he would move to 
postpone its further consideration to Monday 
next; which was agreed to—yeas 82, nays 46. 
Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be discharged from the further consideration of 
that part of the President’s message which re- 
lates to the extension of the judiciary system of 
the United States, and of the bill from the House 
of Representatives, to amend the judiciary system 


sniieoenne = oem 


to elapse before the constitutional termination of 
the present Congress is insufficient to mature and 
pass any law on the subject, to which the message 
and bill refer. 

Mr. FOSTER said that the resolution had been 
reported at the instance of a majority of the com- 
mittee. Entertaining different views himself, he 


,| would move to amend the resolution by substitu- 


ting the following: 

Strike out all after the word ‘ Resolved,’’ and 
insert, ‘* That the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
‘whom was referred that part of the President’s 
‘message which relates to an extension of the ju- 
‘ dicial system of the United States, be instructed 
‘toreport a bill, by which the benefits of said sys- 
‘may be equally extended to all the States of the 
* Union.” 

Mr. FOSTER remarked that the reason assigned 
in the resolution of the majority, that there was 
not sufficient time to mature a bill on the subject 
referred to, he considered insufficient. A bill had 
been prepared by the committee, which he believed 
could be matured and acted on by the House 
during the present session. It was not calculated to 
elicitdebate. Thetimehadarrived when every one 
must see, if we are to havea judicial system at 
all, it should be general. If there was a necessity 
for circuit courts in the Atlantic States, they were 
equally necessary in the new States. This was 
the only question to be decided. He considered 
it improper, after the committee had proposed a 
bill, they should ask to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject, merely be- 
cause they were apprehensive that the House 


He saw no reason for such || Would not have time to act upon it. 


Mr. HARDIN had the honor to belong to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. At the last session 
a bill was reported for the extension of the judi- 
ciary system, which proposed to increase the num- 
ber of the Justices of the Supreme Court from 
seven to nine. Another bill had been reported 
by the committee at the present session, which 

id not increase the number of the judges, but 
divided the several States into circuits, to which 
the present judges were assigned, and they were 
required to hold but one term in cach year. For 
his own part, he was not entirely satisfied with 
either measure. The bills were recommitted to 


| the Committee on the Judiciary. Owing to some 


|| embarrassments on the subject, the committee had 
On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, the biil was read 


come to the determination to report the resolution 


i | now under consideration. There was not sufficient 
Mr. LEA, of ‘Tennessee, from the Committee || 


on Revolutionary Pensions, reported a biil to pro- | 
vide for paying certain pensioners at Jackson, in | 
the State of ‘Tennessee; which was read twiceand | 


/| an important character. 


| late period of’the session. 


|, the present session. 


time to discuss and mature this measure at this 
Only seventeen par- 
liamentary days remained for the transaction of 
business, and there were four or five hundred bills 
on the docket unacted on, and some of them of 
He considered it impos- 


J | sible that the subject of the judiciary systent could 
and Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the | 


be taken up and examined in all its bearings during 
It was the practice for com- 


a resolution heretofore offered by him, calling on || discharged from the consideration of subjects, 
the Secretary of the Treasury for a plan for the || when, in their opinion, there was not sufficient 
keeping and disbursement of the public moneys, || time to act onthem. He concluded by moving to 
without the agency of a bank or banks. } ay the resolution and amendments on the table. 
The motion being objected to Mr.GAMBLE|| Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, ae gens 
le wou 


| tleman would withdraw the motion. 


| in order that a direct vote might be had on the 
Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- || resolution. A vote to lay on the table would be 


ish the forging and counterfeiting of consular and|| Mr. HARDIN said he would withdraw his 
other certificates; which was read twice, and after || motion, provided any gentleman desired to make a 
a few remarks by Messrs. FOSTER and FILL- | speech, but not otherwise. ‘ 

MORE Mr. FOSTER inquired of the Chair whether 


Mr. McKINLEY said, as the bill seemed likely || if the resolution to discharge the committee from 
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the further consideration of the subject was laid Government and the others, which would require | standing by the Constitution, or more faithful to 


on the table, it would not be incumbent on the 
committee to continue their investigations of the 
subject? 

The SPEAKER replied, that if the motion to 


lay the sulyject on the table prevailed, it would be || 


equivalent to a discharge of the committee from 
the further consideration of the subject. 

Mr. GARLAND hoped that the gentleman from 
Kentucky {Mr. Hanvix] would withdraw his mo- 
tion, and permit the members from the new States, 
who were more particularly interested in the sub- 
ject, to give their views. 

Mr. HARDIN reminded the gentleman that he 
had stated that if any gentleman desired to makea 
speech, he would withdraw the motion. Mr. H. 
then withdrew his motion to lay the resolutions 
on the table. 

Mr. GARLAND hoped that the amendment 
proposed by the chairman of the Lt soa Com- 
mittee [Mr. Foster] would be adopted. The 
President of the United States, in several succes- 
sive messages, had urged this subject upon the 
attention of Congress. It was well known that 
several of the new States did not enjoy the same 

rivileges, as regarded the judicial system, which 
iad been extended to the other States. Heasked 
whether the House would, when a bill had been 
prepared on the subject, permit the committee to 
withhold it, because it might suppose that there 
was not time to act upon it?) Was it not proper 
that an attempt, at least, should be made to pass 
some bill on this subject at the present session? 
It was certainly due to the importance of the ques- 
tion, and to the new States, that the subject 
should be acted upon at the earliest practicable 
period. He could not believe that this House 
would be disposed to withhold those riglits and 
privileges from the new, which were enjoyed by 
the old States. He desired that a direct vote 
should be taken on the resolution, and agreed with 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Tromas,] 
that a vote to lay the subject on the table, would 
be an equivocal one. 

Mr. McKINLEY feltas much solicitudeas any 
other member, that some bill on this subject 
should receive the sanction of Congress. ‘The 
subject had, however, from time to time, been 
brought up, without any apparent disposition to 
do anything with it. Was it expected, under 
such circumstances, that anything would be gained 
by discussing the subject at this late period of the 
session. He was desirous that the judicial system 
should be extended to the new States. This 
should be done upon due deliberation. He was 
not satisfied with the bill which had been pro- 
posed. He was moreover —— to wasting 
unnecessarily the time of the House, when it was 
impossible that the subject could be matured and 
disposed of at the present session. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Marytand, next rose to ad- | 
dress the House, but immediately after he had | 
commenced his remarks, 

Mr. WATMOUGH moved that the House pro- | 
ceed to the consideration of the orders of the day; | 
which was agreed to—ayes 122, noes not counted. | 


DEPOSITE BANKS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the bill 
regulating the deposite of the public moneys in 
certain local banks. 

Mr. ROBERTSON continued the argument 
commenced by him yesterday, in opposition to 
the bill introduced by the Committee of Ways | 
and Means. His object, he said, was to show | 
that the experiment, as it had been termed, had | 
proved unsuccessful, not having answered the pur- 

ose contemplated in taking charge of and dis- | 
bavaleg the public revenue—that a hundred thou- | 
sand dollars per annum were sunk and lost to the 
Government by the employment of State banks for | 
the public deposites. Such being the case, in a | 
state of profound peace, he asked what might be 
expected in the emergency of war, which we 

might perhaps look to as probable at no very dis- 

tant day? The local banks he considered as pecu- | 
liarly liable to be affected by the eagualties and 
circumstances of the times. Under the present 
sygtem, too, they would spring up with every | 
custom-house and land office. Hostilities would | 


| the aid of the latter to sustain, with the force of 
its power and patronage, the banks selected as its 
| fiscal agents. They would thus become the crea- 
tures of the Government, dependent on it for their 
very existence. Jealousies would also arise be- 
tween the favored institutions themselves—one 
believing another to have too large a share of 
executive or governmental favor. To regulate 
_all these conflicting interests the office of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury would be totally changed 
in its character, and that officer be required to 
| possess more than the financial talents of a Roths- 
, childpr a Baring. Instead of filling the office with 
four differen: individuals in one year, it would be 
essential that he should have spent a life in the 
acquirement of the knowledge—that he should be 
| trained up to all the arts of financiering. He 
| alluded to the amount of deposites in the State of 


New York. He rejoiced, he said, in the growing | 


| prosperity of that great State. Hedid not believe 
| it her wish to retain an undue share of the public 
treasure. Her natural advantages were quite suf- 
ficient without the addition of such extraneous 
ones. ‘The State from which he came did not look 
| with jealousy on the prosperity of any portion of 


| our great and happy country. She beheld with |: 


| pleasure the rapid advances of the western States; 
| and it was gratifying to behold on that floor the 
| representatives of a great, growing, free and intel- 
| ligent people, and he should not represent the 
people of Virginia, if he did not express that sen- 
timent. After some further observations on the 
commercial importance and power of New York, 
Mr. R. alluded to the system of retrenchment 
which had been so long called for by the people 
of the country. That this system was not more 
closely adhered to, he was aware, was not so 


Government as that of the Legislature. On Con- 


gress rested the responsibility of ensuring retrench- | 


ment. Ele was anxious to see the Government 


brought back to its original purity, and he had | 


the right to call on the friends of the Administra- 


tion tu go with him on this great question. He | 


concluded by expressing a hope that the bill would 





} 
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| their constituents. Mr. C. had been a member of 
| the House for fourteen years, and he had never 
| seen a republican majority standing by the Con- 
| stitution as did the present, and with what justice 
| could the charge be brought against them of being 
| the advocates of power? When the present incum- 
| bent of the presidential chair came into office, the 
| Federal banner floated triumphantly over the coun- 
_ try, and Federal usurpation was making, and had 
long been making, large and rapid strides. What 
| was the situation of the President? On the one 
hand he might have made himself the leader of 
| power, on the other was thatof his country. He 
made his choice, and selected that imperishable 
| ground, indignantly ae all the proffers of the 
| advocates of power. Bill after bill was presented 

to him, by which he might have ensured power; 
he rejected them, and he was the first President of 
these United States bold enough to recommend a 
| measure to bring the revenue down to the needful 
expenses of the country. Again, when the bill to 
recharter the Bank of the United States passed 
both Houses, and was sent to the President for 

his approval, when he might have obtained the 
| support of every president, director, officer, stock- 

holder, and customer of that institution throughout 
the Union, did he, by vetoing that bill, show him- 
_ self the advocate of executive power? Againand 

again, when other bills were presented to him for 
/roads and canals, from almost every State and 





| every congressional district in these States, did he 


_ then show himself the advocate of power? When 
_he returned measure after measure to those two 
| Houses, was that a proof of his advocacy of 
| executive power? The present Chief Magistrate 
| had presented an extraordinary spectacle, and 


‘| one which might probably never be seen again, 
essentially the fault of the Executive branch of 


| for it was the inherent tendency of executive 
| power not only to retain the power given it, and 
take all that was proffered, but to absorb all that 
it could grasp. We have seen the President of 
the United States setting limits to and abridging 
his own power, 

Mr. C. then referred to and congratulated the 
House that the great question of reform was about 


be recommitted to the commitiee, with instructions | to be brought before the American people, and he 


| to report a project dispensing with the use of banks 


as fiscal agents of the Government. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG lied at first to the 


re 
‘| remarks of Mr. Gorvon, =e spoke yesterday, 


| and defended the course of the Executive from the 
| charges made by that gentleman against him. A 
gentleman said that, under the new system, New 
| York enjoyed a larger portion of the public reve- 
nue than any other city; that she enjoyed the lion’s 
‘share. It was true, she did—but she bore the 

lion’s share of the burden. New York wasa loser 
| by the new system; because, prior to it great use 
| was made of the public money by the merchants 
of New York. Much had been said of the inability 
| of the local banks to collect, disburse, and distrib- 
| ute the public revenue; but he was at a loss to 
_see how they were unable to disburse twenty mil- 
lions, when a single bank had distributed and 
| disbursed its thousands of millions. He hoped, 
] however, the time would come when the country 
| would be enabled to dispense with the agency of 
| any and every bank whatsoever. At present, it 
‘| could not be done. Mr. C. deeply regretted that, 
|| ina question of this matter, thingsaltogether foreign 
'| to it had been introduced. The Executive, in 
|| directing the removal of the deposites, was said 
to have usurped the purse and the sword; had 
_ gentlemen forgotten the act of 3lst March, 1809? 
| He had hoped the long contest of last year, in 


|| which the very ties of society were involved, and 


| our friendships and affections broken, would not 
| have been renewed. Hehad hoped that, after the 


| general battle of last year, strife would have been 


at an end, but it seemed we were to have a guerrilla 
war; he trusted it would be conducted with less 
| violence than heretofore. 

Much had been said about executive patronage, 
and that the majority of the House of Representa- 
tives were seen on the side of power. He would 


1 appeal to the candor of the gentleman from Vir- 


inia, [Mr. Gorpon,] an old member of that 
ouse, to say at what period in the history of the 
last twenty years he had ever seen the majority 





be engendered between the favored banks of the || of the House of Representatives like the present, 
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hoped they would go to the fountain head of the 
abuses and not confine themselves to an attack 
upon one subordinate branch. The root of the 
evil lay deep, and had been unfortunately adopted 
in 1789, at which time there were two master 
spirits, Hamilton and Jefferson, of opposite senti- 
ments. The evils of the Post Office took their rise 
from that time. 

After some further remarks, Mr. C. again re- 
curred to the subjectof banks. These institutions, 
he said, might be tried in the old countries, but 
whatever nation should be tried, they never could 
meet the case, and would be continually bringing 
the paper standard into conflict with the metallic 
currency. Theargument thatthe precious metals 
are diminishing, and that paper currency was 
| indispensable, Mr. C. reprobated. But we had 
gone so far in this banking system, that agents 
had been employed ih various countries to ascer- 
tain how much specie existed. They have told us 
that there were seven or ten thousand millions 
employed in bullion, and from three to five mil- 
lions in current coin. 

Mr. C. hoped the day would come when all 
speculations about am currency would be ban- 
|ished from the Halls of legislation. If not, he 
| feared the day would come when their lobbies 
would be filled with speculative capitalists, and cor- 
ruptionand dissension would besown every where. 
He had witnessed many revolutionsthere. A bill 
| introduced by himself only six years ago for a 
reciprocity of trade, was indignantly rejected at 
its second reading, and many voted against it who 
had since become the ardent advocates of the 
system. Who would now be daring enough to 
ase , bill to ecg the Bank of the United 

tates? Yet, not long since it passed by a major- 
| ity of both Houses. Mr. C. quoted from Adam . 
Smith’s Wealth of Nations to show the similarity 
of his description of the then state of England 
with the present condition of the United States, 
| and referred also to the course of William Pitt, 
Prime Minister of England, and the speeches of 
Edmund Burke, in support of free trade. Healso 
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ve a review of France, Spain, and Portugal, to 
ehow that the spirit of reform was marching 
rapidly onward, and that the time was approach- 
ing when the councils of those countries would 
be governed by principles other than they were at 
resent. 


Mr. CLAYTON said he had two objects in 


wishing to address the House on this subject. || 


One was in justification of himself from certain 


charges brought against him there and elsewhere; | 
the other, to give reasons why he should vote for | 
the amendment to the bill proposed by the gen- | 
tleman from Virginia. Mr. C. particularly referred | 


to certain charges that (he said) had been brought 
against him, chiefly at home, of having received 
accommodations from the Bank, and of his course 
having been influenced thereby. Mr. C. entered 
into an explanation of the grounds of the affair, 
in substance the same, we believe, as have ap- 
peared in some of the Georgia eee. \ 
then referred to the passage of the resolutions of 
the Legislature of his own State, instructing their 
Senstors to vote for expunging Mr. Cuay’s res- 
olutions of last year from the Journals of the 
Senate of the United States, and read an applica- 
tion from some members of a former Legislature 
thereof to the Bank of the United States for a | 
branch, &c. 
In support of the amendment for which he 


report, as to the power of Congress to charter 
corporations. He then examined into the reasons 


assigned by the Secretary of the Treasury for || © represent. 


removing the deposites, and contended that there 


was more danger to be apprehended from the | 


numerous local banks than from one bank. 
Mr. MANN, of New York, rose and said that 


remarks upon this subject; and he should not 
have done so, but for some observations which 


had fallen, in the course of the debate, from the | 


two honorable gentlemen from Virginia, [Messrs. 
Gorpon and Rospertson,] who addressed the 
House yesterday and to-day, which Mr. M. said 
he felt himself constrained, as a Representative 
from New York, to notice. He must, therefore, 
ask a few moments’ indulgence. If, sir, 1 have 
not mistaken the scope of their remarks, the hon- 


orable gentlemen object to the passage of this bill | 


because about thirteen millions of the revenues of | 
this Government are collected in the State of New 
York, to be deposited in her State banks, and 
used in the promotion of her already overgrown 


commerce—thus operating like a pecuniary tariff || 


in her favor. ‘The gentlemen then go on to speak 
of that State, which, by courtesy, they denomi- 
nate the Empire, with an army of forty represent- 
atives on this floor, possessing population, facili- 
ties, resources, and political power; presenting to 
the vision of gentlemen ideal dangers to the pros- 
perity and welfare of the other States in this Umon; 
and therefore it is argued that great circumspec- 
tion should be used here in respect to our national 


Mr. C. | 


| 
| 
intended to vote, Mr. C. quoted Mr. McDuffie’s | 
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| gentlemen in both wings of the Capitol, present- 
|| ing a vision continualiy before their eyes, inso- 
i| much that, judging by the observations which a 
|| seat on this floor for a single session has enabled 
| me to make, I conclude that no question of gen- 
| eral or national importance can be considered and 
| discussed here, without involving considerations 
| and allusions appertaining to the State of New 
|| York and her career as a member of the Confed- 
|| eracy. Her advantages, her institutions, her 
legislative and politica! policy are arrayed and 
| reviewed, censured, and sometimes freely con- 

demned on this floor. Her public men, charged 

with the administration of her local and State 
| affairs, have sometimes been attacked with epithets 

as senseless as they afe unjust. Her banking 
| systems seem to have the misfortune with gentie- 
| men to meet with no favor, except distrust and 
| disapproval. . 


| Sir, if gentlemen who discourse so largely about | 
| New York, her laws and institutions, her wealth | 
'| and commerce, would take the trouble to examine 
'| them more closely, and learn more of their na- 


| ture, extent, and utility, | trust they would find 
more to merit their commendation, and less to 
denounce and condemn. I do not know that it is 
proper to arraign the legislauve or local policy of 
| any State of the Union upon this floor; yet I have, 
| perhaps too often, been a silent witness of the 
exhibition here, and in the other branch of the 
| National Legisiature, in respect to the State 
| which, in a very humble part, | have the honor 
[ have supposed that the States 
keeping within the boundaries established by the 
| Constitution of the United States, had the power 
to manage their own affairs in their own way. 
| But if honorable gentlemen are disposed to look 


j 
' 
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: Hy York f > Nl iol 
he had not designed to trouble the House with any | mp Hew Som for good ov-fov evi}, $ will join 


them in aid of the most scrutinizing examination 
into her political history, her public policy, laws, 
and institutions. | would ask their particular 
attention to her systems and provisions for public 
education; to her social and moral condition; to 
her jurisprudence and legislation; to her system 
of internal improvements; to her proud financial 
| condition; to her banking and monetary system; 
| to her internal resources; to her intelligent, indus- 


last, they will find the secret of the power, the 
wealth, and expansive greatness of New York, 
| apparently so much dreaded. Let me ask gentle- 
men, in what State or country will they find the | 
| affairs of a local government better conducted, to 
| secure the ends of a good government, the happi- 


those of New York? Are her finances and re- 


invite gentlemen in their own States to imitate 
rather than to indulge unreasonable or unfounded 
| jealousies of the legislation and power of New 
| York. 


But, Mr. Speaker, when has New York used 





legislation, so as not to increase those advantages 


and facilities which New York is always so ready || 


to embrace and improve. ‘The inference which it 
appears to me necessarily follows from the scope 
of the remarks of the gentlemen, taken altogether, 
and I state it as an inference, is, that the power of 


New Yerk is not only too great in the Union, but || 


that she will use it for political and improper pur- 
poses of self-aggrandizement. 


{Here Mr. M. yielded the floor to the gentlemen 
from Virginia, [Messrs. Gorpon and Ropert- 
son,] who explained, and said that they had not 
intended to utter a word disrespectful to the State 
of New York—that they admired that State and 
its rapid progress and improvement, and Mr. 
Gorpon protested against any inferences being 
drawn by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
M.] which his Janguage did not warrant.) 

Mr. M. resunied, and said that he had not under- 
stood the gentlemen as using disrespectful or 
unpartiamentary or uncourteous language towards 
his State, or her Representatives, and he had not 
misunderstood the scope of their remarks, from 
which he had drawn the inference which he had 
stated, as necessarily following from their proposi- 
tions and premises. This inference (said Mr. M.) 
seems constantly to disturo the imagination of 


from the political faith and principles which she 
derived from Virginia through those apostles of 


| and Monroe? For thirty-two years since the adop- 
tion of the Constitution, the vaunted ‘‘ ancient | 
dominion”? has held the control of the executive | 


all which time New York has stood firmly by her | 
side, advocating her faith and practice under the | 
Constitution, without having dreamed of “ the al- | 
ternative’? which might permit her to change her | 
course or her principles. 
action during the late war, pouring out her best 





position ‘at Hartford more than equivocal, while 
the very Capitol in which we are assembled was 
a heap of smokin 
** ancient dominion,’ shield the State of New York 
from any inferences of a purpose or intention to 
use her dreaded political power in the Confed- 
eracy for selfish or improper purposes. Sir, what 
has been the recent position of New York in the 
trials to which the strength of our institutions 
have been subjected? Has she stopped to con- 


trious, and enterprising population; in which, at || 


ness, rights, and liberties of the people, than are | 


sources wasted or perverted to improper objects? | 
I will not here make invidious comparisons, but | 


her commercial or political power in the Union || 
| for selfish or improper purposes? When has she | 
endangered the Union of these States, or swerved | 
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| sider ** any alternatives,” or has she stood by the 
| Constitution and the principles which she de- 
_ rived from the fathers of the ** ancient dominion,” 
even though the gallant sons of those fathers may 
_ have doubted and hesitated as to whether the path 
of their siree led on to the fountains of patriotism ? 
She has maintained the firm and even tenor of her 
ways through all the vicissitudes and changes 
which have been going on around her, and she 
will continue to adhere to the ancient republican 
faith promulged from Virginia, even though the 
talented public men of the latter may, in some in- 
stances, indulge their fears that such adherence 
willlead her to a position in the Union which will 
not permit those who * discourse of Rome, to say 
| that her wide walls contain but one man.”’ 

Sir, what is the position of New York at present 
on this floor? Is it equivocal or alternative? Is 
it in opposition to the constitutional doctrines so 
long cherished in favor of strict construction? Is 
it opposed to the rights of the States? When 
have her representatives arraigned at this bar the 
admitted constitutional legislation, the policy or 
measures of one of the State governments of this 
Union? And when, sir, after having done so, 
have they then maintained that the State govern- 
ments have the power to review and nullify the 
constitutional measures of the national Govern- 
ment? Sir, the State of New York may present 
to the views of some honorable gentlemen the 
political enigma, about which they discourse, but 
cannot understand; yet, sir, she has never been 
found to be a political meteor, traversing the ab- 
struse regions and metaphysical mazes of the 
political firmament. : 

But, Mr. Speaker, the sin of New York is her 
physical and numerical greatness—her overgrown 
external commerce and her internal trade, re- 

| sources, and advantages. Sir, 1 know not how 
to reply to the position that my native State is 
physically too strong elready, and that greater 
dangers are to be apprehended from its increasing 

| strength and multiplying facilities and resources. 
I cannot regret it—that would be a ‘* treason most 
foul.’? 1 cannot profess its weakness—the facts 
would not sustain me. I do most sincerely desire 
its increasing prosperity, and | must be permitted 
to enjoy this natural desire. New York, sir, has 
never been the recipient of your bounty. She has 
never asked at your hands more than strict juctice 
in the distribution of your favors, and has not re- 
ceived even that. Her commerical advantages 
depend upon the laws of nature, and of these she 
cannot be deprived by legislation. Transfer your 
public revenues from the natural aids they atford 

| to her commerce, as the honorable gentleman from 
Virginia proposes, and you will not materially 
affect the progress of New York in her commer- 
|| cial career, since she does not rely upon adventi- 
tious advantages. She has, however, a right to 

|, demand at your hands equal and impartial justice. 
She asks nothing more. While New York is the 
;, medium and instrument by which so large a por- 
tion of the public revenues are collected, can you, 
in common and equal justice, deprive her of the 
advantages which her situation confers? You can- 
not, and ought not. For many years past those 
| revenues have been under the selfish and odious 


| | 
political liberty, Washington, Jefferson, Madison, j control of the United States Bank, with interests 


opposed to those of New York, and has this cir- 
cumstance arrested the commerce and prosperity 
| of that State? We have, sir, I confess, sometimes 


| and legislative policy of this Government, during || inconveniently felt the power of an unseen hand 


striking at our welfare, but not sufficiently to re- 
tard permanently our progress. 

Mr. Speaker, allow me to express the hope that 
we may hereafter be able to discuss and consider 


Let the history of her 1 the various questions presented here without 
| 


drawing into review the local affairs and legislative 


blood and treasures upon the altar of the country, || policy of any of the States of the Confederacy, 
while another portion of the Union occupied a | 


unless it shall be to derive useful lessons, to guide 
us in the path of duty by their example or expe- 
rience; and let me add the hope that the various 





ruins under the eyes of the | amendments proposed to the bill under considera- 


| tion may be rejected, and the bill passed into a 
law. 

|| Mr. WILSON, of Virginia, addressed the 
|| House in opposition to the motion to commit the 
| bill as made by his colleague, [Mr. Ropertson. ] 
|| He was aleo opposed to the amendment of Mr. 
\)Gorpon. Believing that the Bank of the United 
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States would not be rechartered, he was satisfied 
that it would be necessary to employ the State 
banks as the fiscal agents of theGovernment. He 
was, therefore, in favor of perfecting the present 
bill; and although he had some doubts on the sub- 
ject, still he should probably vote for the amend- 
ment which had been suggested by another col- 
league, [Mr. Moone,] to insert the names of the 
Stace banks in the bill, so as to leave as little 
discretion as possible to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. 
Mr. VANCE asked what was now the question 
before the House? 

The CHAIR stated it to be on the motion to 
recommit the bill, with instructions. 

Mr. VANCE said he had an amendment to 
the bill which he was anxious should be placed 





Samuel Clark, William Clark, Clay, Clayton, || 


before the House, or before the committee, if the | 


bill should be recommitted. He also wished to 
have it printed. In all legislation, he deemed it 
important to look at practical results. There 
were several States in the Union which did not 
contain a collection district, and his amendment 
looked to a more equal distribution of the public 
revenue. Without it, those States would expe- 
rience pecuniary embarrassments which no man 
could now properlyappreciate. [The amendment 
was read.} Mr. V. said its object was apparent 
on the face of it; but, after a suggestion from the 
Chair on a point of order, he withdrew it for the 
present, 

Mr. HANNEGAN rose and alluded to the 
variety and importance of the business on the 
table which must be acted on in the nine business 
daysleftofthe session. He alluded particularly to 
the graduation bill—to the Post Office investiga- 


tion—the public lands—the harbor bill—and vari- || 


ous others, involving interests of the highest 
importance, which he hoped were duly appreciated 
by the members of the House. He had a dislike, 
which nearly amounted to aversion, to be either 
the Suieainal or the agent in any act tending to 
curtail the freedom of debate; but under the pres- 
ent circumstances, the necessity was urged upon 
him by the most imperious considerations. It was 
therefore he assured the House it was with great 
reluctance that he felt compelled to demand the 
previous question. 

Mr. McKINLEY moved a call of the House. 

A question of order was raised as to whether 
that motion could be made before the call for the 
previous question was seconded; and after some 
conversation thereon between the CHAIR, 
Messrs. McKINLEY, WILLIAMS, MASON, 
MERCER, SUTHERLAND, and BRIGGS, 

Mr. McKINLEY withdrew the motion. 


Coffee, Cramer, Crane, Crockett, Darlington, i ried—ayes 95, noes 86. 


Amos Davis, Day, Deberry, Denny, Dickerson, 
Dickinson, Dunlap, Evans, Edward Everett, Fel- | 
der, Ferris, Fillmore, Forester, Foster, Fowler, | 
William K. Fuller, Fulton, Gamble, Garland, | 
Gholson, Gillet, Gilmer, Gordon, Gorham, Gra- | 
ham, Grennell, Griffin, Joseph Hall, Hiland Hall, | 
Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Hannegan, 
Hardin, James Harper, Hathaway, Hawkins, 
[ieath, Henderson, Hiester, Howell, Hubbard, 
Huntington, Inge, William Jackson, Ebenezer 
Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, 
Noadiah Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benjamin 
Jones, Kavanagh, Kilgore, King, Kinnard, Lane, | 
Lansing, Laporte, Lea, Lee, Letcher, Lewis, | 


Lincoln, Love, Lyon, Lytle, Abijah Mann, Mar- || 


tindale, Marshall, Mardis, John Y. Mason, Moses | 


Mason, May, McCarty, McComas, Mclntire, || 


McKay, McKennan, McKim, McKinley, Mc- | 
Lene, +E prone Miller, Milligan, Miner, Henry | 
Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Mub- | 
lenberg, Murphy, Osfood, Page, Parks, Parker, | 
Patton, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, Pick- | 
ens, Franklin Pierce, Pierson, Pinckney, Plum- | 
mer, Polk, Pope, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Reynolds, | 
Robertson, Schenck, Schley, Augustine H. Shep- 
perd, Shinn, Slade, Smith, Spangler, Speight, 
Standifer, Steele, William Taylor, William P. | 
Taylor, Francis Thomas, Thomson, Tompkins, | 
Trumbull, Tweedy, Vance, Van Houten, Vinton, | 
Wagzgener, Ward, Wardwell, Watmough, Web- | 
ster, Whallon, White, Williams, and Wise—189. | 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
of Mr. Gorpon, 


oBr ss ERR A RISE eciead Son ghe penn ann wages | to which were referred the bills from the House of 


| Representatives, for the relief of Mervin P. Mix, 
| M. C. Perry, and E. R. Shubrick, reported them 


which were ordered. 

Mr. VANCE moved an adjournment; negatived 
—ayes 71, noes not counted. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays | 
on the amendment offered by Mr. Gorpon; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, ChiltonAllan, | 
Heman Allen, John J. Allen, Archer, Barber, | 


Beale, Beaty, Campbell,Claiborne, William Clark, 
Clayton, Amos Davis, Davenport, Deberry, Fos- 


‘ter, Gamble, Gholson, Gordon, Griffin, Heath, 


Letcher, Lewis, Martindale, McComas, Pickens, || 


Robertson, Spangler, Steele, William P. ‘Taylor, 
Wilde, Williams, and Wise—33. 





z February 12. 


Mr. BURGES moved an adjournment 











Car- 


So the House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 12, 1835. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. SILSBEE, KING of Alabama, KANE 
and GOLDSBOROUGH. p 
The VICE PRESIDENT communicated a letter 
from the War Department, conveying a statement 


of the contracts made by the department for the 
| year 1834. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a memorial from the Legislative Council 
of Michigan Territory, praying for the removal 
of the light-boat near Waugoshavee Point, to the 
mouth of the Detroit river, and for the erection of 
a light-house on said Point; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which the following bills from 
the House of Representatives were referred, re- 
ported the same; 

A bill authorizing the sale of certain lands be- 


| longing to the University in Michigan, without 


amendment; 
A bill authorizing the removal of the land office 


‘| at Wapahkonetta, in Ohio, to Lima, in said State, 


without amendment; 
+ bill for the relief of George Davenport, with- 


|| out amendment; 


A bill for the relief of Robert Abbott and others, 


|| with an amendment. 


Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Naval Committee, 


severally, without amendment. 


Mr. SOUTHARD, from the same committee, 
made an unfavorable report upon the petition of 





the children of Benjamin W. Booth, late a master 
commandant in the United States Navy. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, from the Committee 


‘| on Revolutionary Claims, made an unfavorable 


| Ashley, Banks, Barringer, Baylies, Bean, Beau- | 


| Cambreleng, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, Chaney, || 


The motion for the previous question was then | 


taken by tellers; and decided as fullows—ayes 96, 
noes 100. 

So the House refused to second the previous 
question. 

Mr. BURGES expressed a wish to address the 
Tlouse, but as the oe was late, he moved to 
adjourn. 


mont, Bell, Binney, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, 
Briggs, Brown, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, Cage, 


Chilton, Chinn, Samuel Clark, Ciay, Coffee, | 
Cramer, Crane, Darlington, Day, Denny, Dick- | 


erson, Dickinson, Dunlap, Evans, Edward Ever- 
ett, Ewing, Ferris, Fillmore, Forester, Fowler, 


|| William K. Faller, Fulton, Galbraith, Garland, | 
|| Gillet, Gilmer, Gorham, Graham, Grayson, Gren- | 
nell, Joseph Hall, Hiland Hall, Thomas H. Hall, | 


Mr. POLK asked for the yeasand nays; which | 


having been ordered, 

Mr. BURGES withdrew the motion. 

Mr. FILLMORE then asked for a division of 
the question to recommit with instructions. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
which had been previously ordered, on the motion 
to recommit the bill; and decided in the negative— 
yeas 91, nays 115. 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Ewina, that gentleman asked for 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 


Mr. SLADE moved to adjourn. 
Negatived—ayes 93, noes 102. 


Halsey, Hamer, Hannegan, Hard, Hardin, James | 


Harper, Harrison, Hathaway, Hawkins, Hen- | 


derson, Hiester, Howell, Hubbard, Huntington, || 
Inge, William Jackson, Ebenezer Jackson, Janes, | 
| Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Noadiah Johnson, | 
Benjamin Jones, Kavanagh, Kilgore, King, Kin- | 


nard, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Luke Lea, Thomas 
Lee, Lincoln, Love, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Lytle, 
Abijah Mann, Joel K. Mann, Marshall, Mardis, 


|| John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, May, McCarty, 
| Melntire, McKay, McKennan, McKim, McKin- 


The question on Mr. Ewine’s amendment was | 


then decided by the following vote: 
YEA—Mr. Ewing—1l. 
NAYS—Messrs. John Q@. Adams,John Adams, 


ley, McLene, McVean, Miller, Milligan, Miner, 


_ Henry Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, 
| Muhlenberg, Murphy, Osgood, Page, Parks, Par- 
ker, Patton Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, 
_ Pierce, Pierson, Pinckney, Plummer, Polk, Pope, 


Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Reynolds, Schenck, Schley, 


William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, | 


Shinn, Slade, Smith, Speight, Standifer, William 


Taylor, Francis Thomas, Thomson, Trumbull, 
_ Turrill, Tweedy, Vance, Van Houten, Waggener, 


Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, John J. Allen, | 


William Allen, Archer, Ashley, Banks, Barber, 
Barringer, Bates, Baylies, Beale, Bean, Beatty, 
Beaumont, Bell, Binney, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, 
Briggs,Brown, Bull, Bunch, Burns, Bynum,Cage, 
Cambreleng, Campbell, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, 


Ward, Wardwell, Watmough, Webster, W hallon, 


| White, and Wilson—161. 


i} 
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So the amendment was negatived. 

Mr. BOON moved the previous question. 

Mr. FOSTER and Mr. MARDIS appealed to 
the honorable member to withdraw the motion, 


Chambers, Chaney, Chilton, Chinn, Claiborne, || but Mr. Boon not consenting, 





| report upon the petition of Richard Andres. 
| Mr. BELL, from theJudiciary Committee, made 
| an unfavorable report upon the petition of John 


|| L. Wynn. 
NAYS—Messrs. John Adams, William Allen, | 


Mr. BELL, from the same committee, made 
unfavorable reports upon the petitions of Henry 
| HH. Burr and John Howe. 

He also reported the bill from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the relief of Francis B. Ogden, 
without amendment. 

Also, a bill authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to compromise the claims allowed by 


|| the Commissioners under the treaty with the King 


of the Two Sicilies, concluded in 1832; which 
was read the first time and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, from the Committee 
on Manufactures, to which was referred the reso- 
lution relative to duties upon refined sugar, re- 
ported a bill allowing an additional drawback on 
sugar refined in the United States and exported 
therefrom; which was read the first time and or- 
dered to a second reading. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported a joint resolution, requiring a 
series of experiments to be made to ascertain how 
far it is practicable to substract from the coins of 
the United States by chemical process, or by drill- 
ing; which was read the first time and ordered to 
a second reading. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, made unfavorable reports upon the peti- 
tions of John A. Webster and Samuel Hambleton. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an unfavorable report upon 
the petition of the heirs of Andrew McClelland. 

r. SILSBEE, pursuant to notice, and on leave 
given, introduced a bill for the relief of John J. 
Putnam and Nathan Pratt. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, pursuant to notice, and 
on leave given, introduced a bill making appropri- 
ations to construct certain roads in the Territory 
of Michigan; which bills were read twice and 
referred. 
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